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Crack at the Confederacy 


Regarding John J. Dwyer’s article in the 
December 10 issue, “Abraham Lincoln, 
Stepfather of Our Country,” it saddens me 
to see this writer applying scrutiny to but 
one side of this important issue while total- 
ly abandoning the well-deserved and highly 
called for scrutiny of the other side. Much 
as in the ongoing evolution/creation debate, 
in which outspoken evolution proponents 
routinely attack the creation model with an 
empirical scrutiny from which they arro- 
gantly assume evolution is exempt, Dwyer 
scrutinizes Abraham Lincoln and the Union 
cause during the War of the Rebellion 
while steering clear of even mentioning the 
preponderance of jaw-dropping Confeder- 
ate source documentation that clearly ex- 
poses the Southern Confederacy for what 
it actually was. 

The record shows resoundingly that it 
was a deadly white supremacist, slave- 
mongering, negrophobic, violently moti- 
vated, anti-freedom, armed treason against 
the United States of America. The only 
special “states rights” issue it championed 
was the states rights to legally protect Afri- 
can slavery — forever — and the only par- 
ticular freedom it especially championed 
was that of the “superior white race” to 
forever enslave the “inferior black race.” 
Had Dwyer made use of a broader, more 
evenhanded sampling of all of the avail- 
able source documentation on this monu- 
mental subject, he would have undoubted- 
ly provided his readers with a considerably 
broader view of the subject and made them 
realize that President Lincoln simply did 
what he had to do to save the Union from 
an enormous domestic enemy that threat- 
ened America’s very survival as the nation 
of liberty and justice that it was originally 
founded to be. I for one will never un- 
derstand why any patriot would present 
the bizarre belief that Abraham Lincoln is 
not only unworthy of any credit for what 
he did, but is instead worthy of contempt. 

WILLIAM BLUNT 

great great grandson of 

Major General James G. Blunt, 

Kansas Volunteers, U.S. Army, 1861-1865 


As a Southerner descended from Southern- 
ers who fought for the Union (and there 
were many who did so), I have had to come 
to terms with the fact that the Civil War was 
not nearly so black and white as I had al- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


ways been led to believe. However, it seems 
that the apologists of the Confederacy will 
go into eternity insisting that their beloved 
cause was conceived immaculately and born 
with no stain of imperfection whatsoever. 

Never mind that when New England 
Federalists were tossing around the idea 
of disunion earlier in the century, South- 
erners called them “traitors.” Never mind 
that Jefferson Davis was every bit the 
centralizer that Lincoln was. (Most of the 
unconstitutional acts implemented in the 
Union were implemented first in the Con- 
federacy.) None of this matters. All that 
matters is that the lily pure Confederacy 
represented Christian civilization. 

If Lincoln’s actions are at fault for what 
happened to the country, then why did 
the first seven states secede while James 
Buchanan was still president? Lincoln 
had done nothing, and could have done 
nothing, to provoke such action. In fact, in 
the years just prior to the Civil War there 
was an attempt to extend slavery nation- 
wide. This is why the Kansas-Nebraska 
Bill was passed (repealing the Missouri 
Compromise). This is why the Fugitive 
Slave Law was passed. This is what the 
Dred Scott decision was about. This is 
why people who opposed slavery, who 
thought it morally wrong, were told to shut 
up and not say anything, and why, if they 
did, their presses were destroyed or they 
were beaten within an inch of their lives 
(such as Senator Charles Sumner). The 
apologists for the Confederacy never seem 
to mention any of this. 

The Republican party was founded on 
a single issue, and that issue was not ab- 
olition. It was founded on the sole issue 
of “non-extension of slavery.” Lincoln 
had no intention of ever interfering with 
slavery where it had been practiced since 
the Missouri Compromise and could not 
have done so. The “fire eaters” in the cot- 
ton states knew this. They in effect opted 
out of the Union because they knew they 
would not be able to continue the nation- 
wide spread of their “peculiar institution.” 

Roy NEAL GrRIssoM 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


INSIDE TRACK 


A school district in Ohio has decided to stand up to the atheist 
group Freedom From Religion Foundation (FFRF) over a clas- 
sic portrait of Jesus that has hung in a local school since 1947. 
The FFRF sent a letter in early January to school officials in 
Jackson City, Ohio, charging that the presence of the framed 
print in the community’s middle school is a violation of the 
First Amendment’s supposed separation of church and state and 
must be taken down. 

A local resident reportedly complained about the picture to the 
FFRF, prompting the letter from the group’s attorney, Rebecca 


School District Defies Atheist Group 


Markert. “It is illegal for Jackson Middle School to post religious 
images on the walls of its school,” wrote Markert, adding that if 
what her group had been told is true, “the District must remove 
the picture of Jesus at once. We ask that you commence an im- 
mediate investigation into this allegation and take the appropriate 
and necessary steps to bring Jackson Middle School into compli- 
ance with the Constitution.” 

Phil Howard, the district’s superintendent, was apparently not 
influenced by the FFRF’s actions. “I’m certainly not going to run 
down there and take the picture down because some group from 
Madison, Wisconsin, who knows nothing about the culture of our 
community or why the picture is even there, wants me to take it 
down,” said Howard. 

During a January 8 school board meeting, an estimated 600 
members of the community showed up to express their support 
for the continued presence of the picture and of the city’s decision 
to stand firm against the FFRF. Howard told the standing-room- 
only crowd, “We’re not violating the law and the picture is legal 
because it has historical significance. It hasn’t hurt anyone.” 

While no vote was taken by the school board on how to pro- 
ceed against the FFRF’s attack, Howard declared, with applause 
from those in attendance at the January 8 meeting, “As of right 
now, I have taken the position ... and I believe with the support 
of the Board of Education, that the picture will stay.” 


Gun Saves Lives of Pharmacy Owner and Mother 


“T thought yesterday was the last day for both of us,’ Madera, 
California, pharmacy owner Bryan Lee told KSEE24 News Janu- 
ary 9. “Luckily it didn’t turn out that way.” 

If the gun-grabbers — now feeling their oats after mass shoot- 
ings in Colorado, Wisconsin, and Connecticut — had their way, 
January 8 would indeed have been the last day for both the 
40-year-old Lee and his 68-year-old mother, Sophie. The two 
were working in Lee’s Almond Avenue Pharmacy when, around 
6:30 p.m., two men in ski masks burst into the pharmacy through 
the back door, which Lee had left unlocked for a customer, and 
began shooting. 

The Lees ducked behind a counter; Sophie was hit in the leg. 
Bryan grabbed his gun and returned fire, hitting 31-year-old Aq- 
uilla Bailey in the face, torso, and leg. Bailey, a gang member 


from Fresno with “an extensive criminal history,” according to 
the Fresno Bee, fell to the floor but managed to get back up, exit 
the store, and run down the block before collapsing again; he died 
at the hospital sometime later. A second suspect fled the scene 
but was arrested the following day; he will likely face attempted 
murder charges even though he was apparently unarmed at the 
time of the crime. 

Sophie Lee was treated and released from the hospital Tuesday 
night and was back at work the next day. 

Police believe the motive for the shooting was robbery — of 
drugs, not cash. 

“The information that we’ve developed is that the pharmacy 
was targeted probably specifically for the drugs on hand there,” 
said Madera Police Chief Steve Frazier. “We don’t have any in- 
formation that the owner was specifically targeted at this point.” 

Frazier was, however, certain of one thing: “I can tell you in 
this instance that this individual having that gun the time that he 
had it absolutely saved his life and if there’s any take away from 
that, it’s just that.” 

Unfortunately, for some the take-away will be that such crimes 
could be prevented if only the government would ban private gun 
ownership. Of course, the notion that a gang member and serial 
offender like Bailey would be deterred from possessing a gun 
simply because doing so is illegal is absurd. Only Bryan Lee’s 
possession of a gun — not laws, not the police — saved his and 
his mother’s lives. 


Record Planned Parenthood Abortion Count in 2011 


Planned Parenthood came out with its annual report January 4, 
and in it the abortion giant noted that its affiliates around the na- 
tion performed 333,964 of the procedures during 2011, up from 
332,278 abortions in 2009, the previous yearly record. The latest 
number, which represents an abortion performed every 94 sec- 
onds, is just one of the many statistics the group mentioned in its 
latest report. “We are so proud of the year’s many successes, and 
deeply grateful for all the partners, sponsors, volunteers, staff and 
friends who helped make them possible,” the group’s president, 
Cecile Richards, said in a statement. 

The pro-life Susan B. Anthony List (SBA List) noted January 
7 that Planned Parenthood’s contraceptive services have dropped 
by 12 percent and its cancer screenings by 29 percent over the 
past three years, while its revenue has skyrocketed. 

“Planned Parenthood has spent much of the last few years de- 
manding that taxpayers add millions more to their coffers, citing 
their non-profit status and so-called focus on women’s health,” 
said Marjorie Dannenfelser, president of SBA List. “What have 
we received for our money? While government subsidies to 
Planned Parenthood have reached an all time high, so too has 
the number of lives ended by this profit-driven abortion busi- 
ness. Destroying nearly one million children in three years is not 
health care and does not reflect a concern for vulnerable women 
and girls. As Planned Parenthood’s funding goes up, abortions 
increase and real health services for women go down.” 

SBA List’s Dannenfelser said that, as if the abortion numbers 
and increasing revenue were not sufficient, “Planned Parenthood 
has upped the ante even further by mandating that all affiliates 


provide abortions beginning this year. Americans are sick and 
tired of underwriting the nation’s largest abortion business. We 
call on Congress to immediately investigate and defund Planned 
Parenthood.” 

One lawmaker has answered that challenge. On January 4, 
Rep. Marsha Blackburn (R-Tenn.) introduced a bill, the Title X 
Abortion Provider Prohibition Act (H.R. 217), that would end 
federal funding of Planned Parenthood. “As a woman, I believe 
America deserves better than abortion,’ Blackburn offered in a 
statement with the bill. “America shouldn’t celebrate abortion 
and our taxpayers shouldn’t subsidize abortion businesses like 
Planned Parenthood, who profit from the destruction of human 
life with taxpayer money. It’s fiscally irresponsible and morally 
indefensible.” 


Police Chief Seeks Nullification of Gun Control 


After watching anti-Constitution politicians in Washington, 
D.C., try to exploit the Newtown tragedy to trample on Ameri- 
cans’ right to keep and bear arms, Gilberton Borough, Pennsyl- 
vania, Police Chief Mark Kessler decided enough was enough. 
Now, he is speaking out, and asking lawmakers in his small 
borough of around 1,000 people to pass a nullification measure. 
He is also promoting the idea nationwide, most recently appear- 
ing January 6 on the popular Alex Jones radio show heard all 
across the country. 

In a January 8 phone interview with THE NEw AMERICAN, 
Chief Kessler detailed his proposed “Second Amendment Pres- 
ervation Ordinance,” which would prevent any federal or state 
infringements on the right to keep and bear firearms, accessories, 
or ammunition within the jurisdiction. If approved, the resolution, 
citing the U.S. and Pennsylvania constitutions, would nullify any 
unconstitutional acts purporting to restrict gun rights. 

“Hopefully this will spread like fire throughout the country, 
and the people will stand up and say, you know what, enough is 
enough, and under the 10th Amendment, which grants the power 
of nullification of unconstitutional laws, we’re going to recognize 
this as unconstitutional, we’re not going to enforce it, we’re going 
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to make sure this doesn’t happen,” the police chief asserted. 

“We want to nullify any and all rules, regulations, and acts 
against the Second Amendment or our freedoms. We need to say 
this is unconstitutional, we need to stick together, and we need 
to get our message out there. We’re not going to stand for this 
anymore,” Kessler explained. “We want to do this peacefully, we 
don’t want any kind of violence whatsoever — I’m totally against 
that — I just want to see a peaceful resolution to this. And under 
the 10th Amendment, hopefully we can accomplish this through 
the nullification process.” 

The police chief also praised the Founding Fathers, saying 
they were highly intelligent people who learned from their ex- 
periences. “They drafted the Constitution of the United States 
because they experienced oppressed nations, where the people 
were looked upon as peasants and servants or slaves,” he noted, 
referring to European nations ruled by autocratic regimes. “They 
didn’t want that for America.” 

Concluding the interview, the principled police chief offered 
the following advice: “Spread the word and stand together.” All 
over the Internet, gun rights activists are already doing that. 
Whether Congress is listening, however, remains to be seen. 


EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Was 2012 the Hottest Year? Alarmis 


Was 2012 the hottest year on record for the United States? And 
if so, does that offer any proof for the theory of anthropogenic 
(human-caused) global warming, or AGW? Happily, the answers 
to those questions are “‘no” and “no.” 

But that hasn’t stopped the usual global-warming alarmists 
from offering up the usual torrid headlines. Typical of the so- 
called mainstream media response to a press release from the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) is 
the January 8 video report from NBC News’ Anne Thompson, 
and a companion print article by NBC News’ Elizabeth Chuck. 
Entitled “NOAA: 2012 was warmest year ever for US, second 
most ‘extreme,’” the Anne Thompson piece leads off with this 
claim: “Last year was one for the history books, as a long-term 
warming trend brought two record highs for each record low be- 
tween 2000 and 2010. And even more concerning, in the past year 
there were five record highs for each low recorded.” 

Elizabeth Chuck’s article reported: 


2012 was the warmest year on record in the contiguous Unit- 
ed States, according to scientists with The National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration. 

All 48 states in the contiguous U.S. had above-average 
annual temperatures last year, including 19 that broke an- 
nual records, from Connecticut through Utah. 


“The unprecedented warm weather wasn’t contained to the Unit- 
ed States,” the NBC report continued. “A corresponding rise in 
global temperatures,” it further claimed, “prompted the World 
Meteorological Organization to call the rate at which the Arctic 
sea ice was melting ‘alarming’ in its Nov. 28, 2012, report.” 

To underscore its lop-sided editorializing disguised as report- 
age, the NBC article prominently displayed and linked to a Janu- 


ts Blowing Hot Air Again 


ary 6 NBC posting by John Roach entitled “‘Horrible’ sea level 
rise of more than 3 feet plausible by 2100, experts say.” 

It all does indeed sound rather “horrible.” But what does the 
real science say? First off, was 2012 the hottest year ever for 
the United States? To arrive at the desired outcome of a record- 
breaking temperature year, it appears that the folks at NOAA 
engaged in some dodgy and deceptive “science.” 

In a January 9 posting entitled “2012 Didn’t Crack The Top 
Ten For Record Maximums,” Real Science blogger Steven God- 
dard points out: 


NOAA has inflated the 2012 record maximum number by 
adding new stations which didn’t exist during the hot years 
of the 1930s. That is a completely illegitimate approach, 
suitable only for government workers. 

An apples to apples comparison uses only the same sta- 
tions. When that is done, 2012 doesn’t even crack the ten 
hottest years. 


And he notes, in a response to a reader’s comment, that “any 
station which has been added in the last 30 years will have 366 
all-time records set during the last 30 years.” 

The previous day, January 8, Goddard posted an equally 
important blog entitled “The Big Lie Becomes Official At 
NOAA,” which notes that the alarmists are continually revising 
the records to make them say whatever fits the political expedien- 
cies of the moment. He reproduces a graph from a 1999 article 
by NASA’s AGW alarmist-in-chief James Hansen that flatly con- 
tradicts NOAA’s assertion that 1998 was the warmest year on 
record. In fact, it was only the fifth warmest year recorded, well 
below the heat-wave years of 1921 and 1934. 

And for those in a panic over the claims of catastrophic ris- 
ing sea levels, there is also good news. A new study by Professor 
Nils-Axel Morner, one of the world’s top experts on sea levels, 
should allay unwarranted anxieties about coastal real estate sink- 
ing under rising oceans. In the study, issued on December 7, 2012 
with the unequivocal title “Sea level is not rising,’ Dr. Mérner says 
the constant fright peddling about non-existent rising of global sea 
levels constitutes a “very grave, unethical ‘sea-level-gate’” scandal. 
MGrner makes the following observations, among others: 

¢ At most, global average sea level is rising at a rate equivalent 
to two or three inches per century. It is probably not rising at all. 

¢ Sea level is measured by both tide gauges and, since 1992, 
satellite altimetry. One of the keepers of the satellite record told 
Professor M6rner that the record had been interfered with to show 
sea level rising, because the raw data from the satellites showed 
no increase in global sea level at all. 

¢ Sea level is not rising at all in the Maldives, the Laccadives, 
Tuvalu, India, Bangladesh, French Guyana, Venice, Cuxhaven, 
Kors¢r, Saint Paul Island, Qatar, etc. 

Marc Morano at ClimateDepot.com has assembled a large 
assortment of commentaries by scientists on NOAA’s “hottest 
year” controversy, as well as the latest admissions by alarmists 
and mainstream media that there has been no measurable global 
warming since 1998. 
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Columnist Looks Beyond Guns and 

Laws for Solution to School Mayhem 

“Customs, traditions, moral values and rules of etiquette, not laws 
and government regulations, are what make for a civilized society.... 
The importance of customs, traditions and moral values as a means of 
regulating behavior is that people behave themselves even if nobody’s 
watching. Police and laws can never replace these restraints on personal 
conduct so as to produce a civilized society.” 

In a recent column, Professor Walter E. Williams of George Mason Walter E. 
University recalls that when he “attended primary and secondary Williams 
school — during the 1940s and ’50s — one didn’t hear of the kind of 
shooting mayhem that’s become routine today.” Of course, Williams reminds us, there was more civility 
back then. And there were also fewer gun laws. 


No One Safe in Pakistan 

“Ahmadis, Shias, Hazaras, Christians, anti-polio workers — who’s next on the target list, Pakistan?” 
After five female medics who were administering an anti-polio vaccine to children were gunned down, 
Lahore School of Economics lecturer Mira Hashmi issued her stinging comment about lawlessness 
in her country. 


Plenty of Discussion; Not Much Substance 

“T have been here 40 years ... and I have never seen this many conse- 
quential spending and tax problems descend at the same time.” 
Steve Bell, a former GOP staff member and current economist at 
the Bipartisan Policy Center, points to both debt-ceiling and “fiscal 
cliff” discussions, each of which dances around the real problem of 
too much government. 


Another U.S. Official Meddling in Another Nation’s Affairs 

“We have a growing relationship with the EU as an institution, which 
has an increasing voice in the world, and we want to see a strong 
British voice in that EU.” 

Philip State Department official Philip Gordon injected U.S. opinion dur- 
Gordon ing a visit to London. British sentiment to quit membership in the EU 
continues to grow. 


AP Images 


Russia’s Devastating Decision to Halt Adoptions Reversed — for Now 

“We have clothes and a bedroom all set up for him, and we talk all the time about him as our son.” 
Speaking for herself and her husband, New York resident Maria Drewinsky anguished over the sudden 
cancellation of the adoption process by Russian authorities in response to accusations of human rights 
violations. The Drewinskys had been to Russia twice to visit with five-year-old Alyosha and expected to 
have him join their family after having successfully completed all requirements. Later, Putin relented 
and decided to allow adoptions already in process until 2014. 


An Interesting Way to Gauge the Economy’s Future Health 

“So far consumers are worried about the future. Once they start worry- 
ing about the present, we’re in trouble.” 

Guy Berger, an economist at RBS Securities, responded to the report 
that consumer confidence in mid-December was at a low level. 


Carrying a Weapon OK for Her, Not for Others 

“(California Senator Dianne Feinstein says] if somebody tries to take 
me out, I’m going to take them with me.” 

Radio talk host Mark Levin pointed to evident grand hypocrisy when 
he quoted the California Democrat, who is a strong advocate of dis- 
arming the general public. @ 
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How Globalists Are Feeding Off the Obesity Crisis 


As fewer and fewer people deem man-made global warming to be a crisis worthy of an 
international response, globalists are using the “obesity epidemic’ to achieve their goals. 


by Michael Tennant 


ast November, the government of 
Denmark announced that it was 
repealing a year-old tax on fatty 
foods because the tax had failed to curb 
fat consumption but had succeeded in 
driving business — and jobs — to neigh- 
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boring countries. It was a rare retreat in 
the international war on obesity. 

From London to Lima and from the 
Big Apple to Budapest, governments are 
imposing increasingly onerous diktats in 
an effort to shrink their populations’ rap- 
idly expanding waistlines. The hope is that 
by reducing the incidence of obesity, the 


many health problems associated with it, 
such as heart disease and type 2 diabetes, 
will also become less common, thereby 
reducing healthcare costs — a major con- 
cern in an era in which governments either 
heavily subsidize or fully operate their na- 
tions’ healthcare systems. 

Few would deny that obesity is a serious 
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problem in the modern world. Sedentary 
lifestyles, poor diets, and possibly many 
other factors have caused scales to tip at 
previously unheard-of rates. According to 
the United Nations’ World Health Organi- 
zation (WHO), as of 2008 more than 1.4 
billion adults were overweight, and more 
than half a billion were obese. The WHO 
claims that every year at least 2.8 million 
people die as a result of being overweight 
or obese. 

As one might expect, the problem is 
most acute in prosperous countries. Among 
industrialized nations, the United States 
bears the dubious distinction of being the 
world’s fattest, with over 35 percent of 
adults and 17 percent of youth classified 
as obese, according to the National Center 
for Health Statistics. But, says the WHO, 
“obesity is now also prevalent in low- and 
middle-income countries.” (It is not, how- 
ever, a noteworthy concern in communist 
countries, where the population is continu- 
ally kept on the brink of starvation: North 
Korea tops the list of thinnest nations.) 

The obesity problem, therefore, is not 
to be ignored; and governments, ever 
eager to seize upon the latest “crisis” to 
artrogate more power to themselves, have 
most certainly not ignored it. While the 
varied interventions — among them fat 
taxes, soda bans, and even mandated 
waist measurements — may appear to be 
isolated efforts by governments hoping to 
improve their peoples’ health and reduce 
healthcare costs, they are, in fact, part of 
a much larger, global movement seeking 
vastly greater state control over all aspects 
of society. 


“Obesity is the new global warming,” 
Wesley J. Smith declared in a 2011 issue 
of the Weekly Standard. With the alleged 
threat of global warming increasingly 
being viewed with skepticism by the gen- 
eral public, he wrote, 


it seems clear that modern liberal- 
ism has devised a new strategy for 
imposing policies that it can’t attain 
through ordinary politicking. First, 
identify a crisis ostensibly caused by 
modern lifestyles and/or capitalism. 
Next, launch a multifaceted interna- 
tional response to prevent allegedly 
looming catastrophe. Third, act as 
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if the desired policies are 
objective, scientific solu- 
tions. Fund it all by im- 
posing onerous taxes on an 
expanding list of villain- 
ous enterprises, et voild: 
Liberalism rides to the 
rescue. And if the strategy 
fails on one front, as it ap- 
pears to have with global 
warming, find another cri- 
sis and start again. 


The first major salvo in the global war 
on obesity was launched by the WHO in 
2004, when it published its “Global Strate- 
gy on Diet, Physical Activity and Health.” 

As befits a UN pronouncement, the 
document’s objective was audacious: 
“The overall goal of the Global Strategy 
on Diet, Physical Activity and Health is 
to promote and protect health by guiding 
the development of an enabling environ- 
ment for sustainable actions at individual, 
community, national and global levels 
that, when taken together, will lead to re- 
duced disease and death rates related to 
unhealthy diet and physical inactivity.” 
(Emphasis added.) 
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Last November, the government of 
Denmark announced that it was repealing 
a year-old tax on fatty foods because the 


tax had failed to curb fat consumption but 
had succeeded in driving business — and 
jobs — to neighboring countries. 


Since free markets and individuals, 
in the WHO’s opinion, are responsible 
for the human race’s rapidly expanding 
waistlines, they clearly cannot be trusted 
to solve the problem. “Governments,” 
the Global Strategy maintained, “have a 
central role ... to create an environment 
that empowers and encourages behavior 
changes by individuals, families and com- 
munities, to make positive, life-enhancing 
decisions on healthy diets and patterns of 
physical activity.” 

Member states are asked to develop 
“national strategies on diet and physi- 
cal activity” that “include specific goals, 
objectives, and actions.” All government 
agencies, not just those directly respon- 
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Coke addiction: The average American consumes as many as 156 pounds of sugar per year, 
much of it in the form of soda chock full of high-fructose corn syrup. 
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Among industrialized nations, the United 
States bears the dubious distinction of 
being the world’s fattest, with over 35 


percent of adults and 17 percent of youth 
classified as obese, according to the 
National Center for Health Statistics. 


sible for health, should be involved in en- 
forcing these plans. 

Plans should take a “life-course ap- 
proach,” i.e., they should cover every- 
one from cradle to grave. Governments 
should indoctrinate their people “starting 
in primary school” and continuing through 
“adult literacy and education programs.” 

No contrary messages shall be sent by 
the private sector, either. “Messages that 
encourage unhealthy dietary practices or 
physical inactivity should be discouraged, 
and positive, healthy messages encour- 
aged.” In particular, food and beverage 
advertisements targeted to children must 
relay the globalists’ mantra, and produc- 
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ers’ health claims must be 
monitored lest they “mislead 
the public about nutritional 
benefits or risks.” 

National governments 
should also align their food 
and agricultural policies 
with the Global Strategy. 
They should “encourage the 
reduction of the salt content 
of processed foods, the use 
of hydrogenated oils, and the 
sugar content of beverages and snacks.” 
They should also employ “taxation, subsi- 
dies or direct pricing in ways that encour- 
age healthy eating and lifelong physical 
activity.” 

Of course, as the WHO recognized, the 
best-laid plans of bureaucrats and elites 
will not accomplish their objectives un- 
less someone is seeing to it that the people 
are obeying. “Monitoring and surveillance 
are essential tools in the implementation 
of national strategies for healthy diets 
and physical activity,’ and thus “govern- 
ments should invest in” them. Such “in- 
vestment,” naturally, will require higher 
taxes; but since the UN has declared that 


Recipe for tyranny: Likening obesity to “AIDS and climate change” — other “crises” 
governments have used to expand their reach — British celebrity chef Jamie Oliver said fighting 


fat should “be on every government agenda.” 
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“economic growth is limited unless people 
are healthy,” these programs “should draw 
policy and financial support from national 
development plans.” 


The pressure for an international response 
to obesity similar to that being pushed for 
global warming really ratcheted up when 
the UN General Assembly held a “High- 
Level Meeting” on noncommunicable 
diseases, many of which are caused or ex- 
acerbated by obesity, in 2011. 

In advance of that meeting, the Lan- 
cet, a British medical journal, published 
an article calling on the UN to adopt the 
WHO’s Global Strategy — and making 
the connection to the global-warming cru- 
sade explicit. 

“Obesity,” the authors wrote, “should be 
considered alongside other major issues 
that confront societies ([including] action 
against climate change), because they all 
have strong links with obesity prevention, 
including common causes and solutions.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

The study, which was funded by the 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation and the 
National Institutes of Health, argued that 
the common causes include modern con- 
veniences (including automobiles, which 
promote inactivity), big business, and an 
unequal distribution of wealth. 

The common solution, naturally, is 
more government intervention. “Gov- 
ernments are the most important actors 
in reversing the obesity epidemic.” And 
they must not be shy about imposing their 
agenda on every aspect of society: “The 
changes needed to reverse the epidemic 
are likely to require many sustained in- 
terventions at several levels. Necessary 
alterations include: individual behavior 
change; interventions in schools, homes, 
and workplaces; and sector change with- 
in agriculture, food services, education, 
transportation, and urban planning.” 

The authors endorse a variety of “in- 
terventions across the life course for all 
demographic groups.” They call on gov- 
ernments to “protect and promote health 
and sustainable food security.” They want 
priority given to “public transport, walking 
and cycling environments” to get people 
to stop driving their own cars. They seek 
wealth redistribution; governments are to 
“ensure taxation and social policies support 
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the reduction of socioeconomic inequali- 
ties that contribute to health inequalities.” 
They want more funding for government 
anti-obesity initiatives, paid for via “taxes 
on tobacco, alcohol, or unhealthy food and 
beverages.” They call for “national guide- 
lines for individuals” and “national targets 
for the food industry.” All of this will be 
overseen by government experts, who will 
“create monitoring systems to track obe- 
sity trends in children and adults” and use 
“computational modeling” to determine the 
best approaches to fighting fat. 

National goals aren’t the end, however. 
“The UN and other international agencies 
need to take action to reduce obesity” — 
and to spend more money on it. In ad- 
dition, “the protection and maintenance 
of public health should be considered in 
relevant trade, economic, agriculture, en- 
vironment, food, and health agreements 
and policies.” 

Like its predecessor, the “new global 
warming” also has its celebrity spokes- 
men. Just prior to the UN summit, Brit- 
ish celebrity chef Jamie Oliver announced 
that he was circulating a petition to “make 
obesity a human rights issue,” according to 
the9billion.com. 

“Obesity needs to be on every govern- 
ment agenda,” he said at the One Young 
World Conference in Switzerland. “It 
should be as important as the fight against 
AIDS and climate change. It has to be- 
come the national health priority.” 

When the General Assembly finally did 
convene, it — not surprisingly — endorsed 
the WHO’s Global Strategy. Declaring 
that “the global burden and threat of non- 
communicable diseases constitutes one of 
the major challenges for development in 
the twenty-first century” and “may lead to 
increasing inequalities between countries 
and populations,” the world body called 
for “collective and multisectoral action 
by all Member States and other relevant 
stakeholders at local, national, regional, 
and global levels” to address the problem 
of obesity. 

Solving this problem, the UN said, 
would “require leadership and multisec- 
toral approaches for health at the gov- 
ernment level, including, as appropriate, 
health in all policies and whole-of-govern- 
ment approaches across” all segments of 
society. Nothing must escape Big Broth- 
er’s notice. 
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Fighting fat with fiat: New York Mayor Michael Bloomberg engineered a ban on the sale 
of sugary drinks over 16 ounces — an intrusion supposedly justified because it might help 


Gothamites reduce consumption and waists. 


The UN “reaffirm[ed] the right of ev- 
eryone to the enjoyment of the highest at- 
tainable standard of physical and mental 
health” and “recognize[d] the importance 
of universal coverage in national health 
systems.” It decried the “uneven distri- 
bution of wealth” in the world that can 
contribute to the problem of noncommu- 
nicable diseases. And, of course, it called 
for “increased and sustained human, finan- 
cial and technical resources” to combat the 
problem. 

Since the UN meeting, the fearmonger- 
ing has only increased. Scientists (with 
definite left-wing biases) are now claim- 
ing that the increasing prevalence of obe- 
sity threatens the entire planet. A 2012 
study by faculty members of the London 
School of Hygiene and Tropical Medi- 
cine argued that heavier people require 
more energy to be kept alive and, there- 
fore, “tackling population fatness may be 
critical to world food security and eco- 
logical sustainability.” 

“Overpopulation” doomsayer Thomas 
Malthus and “climate change” both got fa- 
vorable mentions in the study; and in case 
anyone still couldn’t recognize the scien- 
tists’ political leanings, lead researcher Ian 
Roberts told the Daily Mail: “Everyone 
accepts that population growth threatens 
global environmental sustainability — our 


study shows that population fatness is also 
a major threat. Unless we tackle both pop- 
ulation and fatness, our chances are slim.” 

So the same people who have been warn- 
ing of overpopulation, climate change, and 
other disasters that will surely befall hu- 
manity if its selfish interests are not reined 
in “for the common good” now want us to 
believe that unless government steps in and 
forces us all to lose weight, Earth is surely 
doomed. I would suggest taking this advice 
with several grains of salt, but that would 
undoubtedly run afoul of the globalists’ di- 
etary recommendations. 

Of course, as with all such schemes, 
the elites will be exempt from the rules 
they impose on the rest of us. Thus, New 
York Mayor Michael Bloomberg, who 
has forced restaurants in the city to aban- 
don trans fats and post calorie counts on 
their menus, worked for reductions in salt 
in packaged and restaurant food, and got 
the Board of Health to ban sodas over 16 
ounces, “dumps salt on almost everything, 
even saltine crackers,” “has a weakness for 
hot dogs, cheeseburgers, and fried chicken, 
washing them down with a glass of mer- 
lot,’ and snacks on “Cheez-Its,” the New 
York Times reported. Likewise, while First 
Lady Michelle Obama lectures the rest of 
us on eating right, she and her husband are 
known to indulge in cheeseburgers, French 
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fries, and ice cream. And while the average 
North Korean makes Calista Flockhart look 
like Rosie O’ Donnell, “Supreme Leader” 
Kim Jong-un looks like he could use a 
membership to Weight Watchers. 


For now, though, let us put aside all the 
principled objections to the global war on 
obesity and consider one practical objec- 
tion: The same governments that now wish 
to impose a reducing program on their citi- 
zens are also major contributors to humans’ 
expanding waistlines. That is especially 
true in the case of the United States. 

“You are never, ever, ever going to see 
a change in this country’s obesity until the 
farm bill is changed,” Dr. Jonny Bowden 
declared in an interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN. “Our government supports, 
through the farm bill, every fattening crop 
on the planet, every high-carbohydrate, 
processed food.” 

Bowden, who bills himself as “the 
Rogue Nutritionist,’ is an expert on 
weight loss, nutrition, and health and has 
written numerous books on these subjects, 
including the bestsellers The 150 Healthi- 
est Foods on Earth and Living Low Carb. 

“The major fat-storage hormone in the 
body is insulin,’ Bowden explained, “and 
the higher your insulin, the more difficult 
it is to burn fat and lose weight.” 

Carbohydrate consumption causes the 
body to release insulin — the more car- 
bohydrates, the greater the insulin level. 

Yet the federal government has for 
years been subsidizing and promoting the 
consumption of high-carbohydrate foods. 
The farm bill subsidizes five commodities: 
wheat, corn, soybeans, rice, and cotton. 
The first three of those are the primary in- 
gredients of most processed foods. 

Farmers are paid based on how many 
bushels of these crops they grow, which 
promotes overproduction. Farmers grow- 
ing fresh produce, by contrast, receive 


While First Lady Michelle Obama 


lectures the rest of us on eating right, 


she and her husband are known to 
indulge in cheeseburgers, French 
fries, and ice cream. 
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Let them eat tofu: While First Lady Michelle Obama campaigns against childhood obesity, she 
and her husband indulge in 2,000-calorie state dinners and junk food. 


very little from Washington. “A result of 
these policy choices is on stark display in 
your supermarket, where the real price of 
fruits and vegetables between 1985 and 
2000 increased by nearly 40 percent while 
the real price of soft drinks (a.k.a. liquid 
corn) declined by 23 percent,’ Michael 
Pollan wrote in a 2007 article in the New 
York Times Magazine. “The reason the 
least healthful calories in the supermarket 
are the cheapest is that those are the ones 
the farm bill encourages farmers to grow.” 

One particularly perverse outcome of 
corn subsidies has been to make high- 
fructose corn syrup (HFCS) the sweetener 
of choice for processed-food producers. 
Nearly all non-diet sodas now contain 
HFCS, and it is also in dozens of other 
food products, from breakfast cereal to 
chicken nuggets. 

Now, having sugars of any 
kind tucked into every food 
imaginable cannot be good for 
people. But are we even worse 
off because that sugar is in the 
form of HFCS? 

Both table sugar and HFCS are 
made up of a combination of glu- 
cose and fructose. Sugar is exact- 
ly half glucose and half fructose; 


HECS, as the name implies, has more fruc- 
tose — 55 percent to glucose’s 45 percent. 

“From a metabolic point of view,” said 
Bowden, “the damaging part of sugar is 
fructose.” Since the difference in fructose 
content between sugar and HFCS is rela- 
tively small, he argues that HFCS is “not 
much worse than sugar.” 

Others disagree, citing studies show- 
ing that HFCS is metabolized differently 
from sugar. Still other studies have found 
no significant difference. 

What is certain is that by subsidizing 
corn, the government has made HFCS con- 
siderably less expensive than sugar (which 
itself is made considerably more expen- 
sive by high protective tariffs), thereby 
enabling processed-food producers to add 
more sweeteners to their products and sell 
them in larger sizes without having to raise 
prices. As a result, Americans today con- 
sume vastly more sugar than previous gen- 
erations, with estimates running as high as 
156 pounds per person annually. 


The government’s dietary recommenda- 
tions also contribute to the obesity problem. 

“The USDA has two mandates, and 
they are conflicting,’ Bowden main- 
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tained. “The first is to get the people of 
the United States good information about 
nutrition. The second mandate is to build 
markets and to build business for the ag- 
ricultural industry. Well, if you’re putting 
out crap, and you’ve got to build markets 
for that, you can’t very well tell the peo- 
ple that you’re supposed to be informing 
that this is crap.” 

Political influence has plagued the De- 
partment of Agriculture’s dietary advice 
for well over a century. In his book Bully 
Boy: The Truth About Theodore Roos- 
evelt’s Legacy, Jim Powell notes that Har- 
vey Washington Wiley, the chief chemist 
at the USDA’s Bureau of Chemistry from 
1882 to 1912, “encouraged Americans to 
consume more sugar, which he considered 
the hallmark of an advanced civilization. 
‘Childhood without candy,’ he remarked, 
‘would be Heaven without harps.’” Wiley, 
as it happens, was tight with the sugar in- 
dustry. He lobbied for high sugar tariffs, 
and sugar producers helped protect him 
from political enemies. 

The food pyramid, which the USDA in- 
troduced in 1992, was greatly influenced 
by politics. The pyramid recommended 
six to 11 servings of grains daily — more 
than any other food group, and more than 
vegetables and fruits combined. 
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Sweet corn: Federal corn subsidies have helped make high-fruc 


sweeteners — and calories — in their products. 
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“While the government has stood by 
this regimen for 11 years,” the Wall Street 
Journal reported in 2002, “some critics 
say it’s no coincidence that the number of 
overweight Americans has risen 61% since 
the pyramid was introduced — and almost 
instantaneously appeared on the sides of 
pasta boxes, bread wrappers and packages 
of other food products in the pyramid’s 
six-to-11-servings category.” 

At that time the USDA’s dietary guide- 
lines were up for review, “an exercise that 
attracts not only critics from the world of 
medicine but industry lobbyists and those 
promoting the virtues of various food 
groups and diets,” the Journal observed. 
The lobbying should not be surprising 
given that, as the same newspaper reported 
in 2004, “the tiniest change to the guide- 
lines or pyramid can swing food compa- 
nies’ sales by millions of dollars.” 

“Every aisle of the supermarket has a 
lobbyist in town,” food-industry consul- 
tant Jeff Nedelman told the Journal. 

Some industry groups, such as the Na- 
tional Dairy Council, sought increases in 
the number of recommended servings of 
their products. Others sought merely to 
retain their prominence in the pyramid: 
“There is no doubt that the Food Guide Pyr- 
amid in 1992 was a big boost to the baking 
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industry,’ Sara Lee Corp. baking division 
spokesman Matt Hall told the paper. 

The resulting guidelines were anything 
but impartial and scientific. 

In 2011, the USDA replaced the food 
pyramid with MyPlate. Most pyramid crit- 
ics agree that the new guide is an improve- 
ment over the old one. Fruits and vegetables 
now occupy a larger part of the recom- 
mended diet, though grains still constitute a 
sizable portion of it, and dairy — not neces- 
sarily harmful but certainly not essential — 
remains in the recommendations, no doubt 
reflecting continued industry pressure. And 
whereas the food pyramid suggested using 
fats “sparingly,” MyPlate fails to address 
the issue at all, despite research showing 
that some fats are actually beneficial. 

Now, after all these years of subsidizing 
and recommending poor diets, the govern- 
ment, led by the UN, wants people to trust 
it to help them shrink their waistlines. Yet 
who doubts that, just as in the past, poli- 
cies implemented in the future will not be 
governed solely by disinterested scientists 
but also by lobbyists, politicians beholden 
to special interests, and researchers push- 
ing an agenda? 

Still, even if disinterested individuals 
were given a free hand to solve the obesity 
dilemma, what, exactly, would they do? 


15 


me STORY Becuils: — 


Fats, Oils & Sweets 
USE SPARINGLY 


Milk, Yogurt & 
Cheese Group 


2-3 SERVINGS 


Vegetable Group 
3-5 SERVINGS 


KEY 


Gi Fat (naturally occurring and added) 
Ea Sugars (added) 


These symbols show fats and added sugars in foods. 


Meat, Poultry, Fish, Dry Beans, 
Eggs & Nuts Group 


2-3 SERVINGS 


Fruit Group 
2-4 SERVINGS 


Bread, Cereal, 
Rice & Pasta 
Group 
6-11 
SERVINGS 


The million-dollar pyramid: The USDA's Food Pyramid, which recommended high grain 
consumption, helped fatten the bank accounts of baking companies — and the waistlines of 


their customers. 


“Tf the president called and said, ‘You’re 
going to be an advisor [on obesity]. Fix 
it any way that you want, I would just 
run from the room screaming because 
I wouldn’t even know where to start,” 
Bowden said. 

While diet and exercise certainly play 
a role, “there are enormous genetic, meta- 
bolic, biochemical, [and] environmental 
factors that work together in some manner, 
shape, or form that is virtually impossible 
to study because you’ve got too many fac- 
tors,” he averred. “I have talked to obesity 
researchers who have said, ‘We’ve been 
studying this stuff for 20 years, and we 
still do not understand it.’” 

This constitutes yet another parallel 
between “global warming” and the obesi- 
ty “crisis.” No one doubts that the Earth’s 
climate has changed over time — not just 
seasonally but over centuries and millen- 
nia — and that even now it is changing 
in observable ways. Likewise, everyone 
can see with his own eyes — or bath- 
room scale — that humans are becoming 
heavier by the day. In both cases, neither 
the underlying causes of the changes nor 
their ultimate repercussions are fully un- 
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derstood, but the solutions proposed by 
those claiming to know the answers are 
the same: global governance; a larger, 
more intrusive state; and a surrender of 
our liberties. 


May I suggest a better solution? Get gov- 
ernment out of the business of subsidizing 
crops and making dietary recommenda- 
tions, period. 

If food prices were dictated solely by 
the market rather than by politics, it is 
likely that fruits and vegetables would be 
less expensive than processed, unhealthful 
foods. As Pollan pointed out: 


Compared with a bunch of carrots, 
a package of Twinkies, to take one 
iconic processed 
foodlike substance 
as an example, is 
a highly compli- 
cated, high-tech 
piece of manu- 
facture, involving 
no fewer than 39 
ingredients, many 


— 
scan <oeees 
Bone mrstent 


themselves elaborately manufactured, 
as well as the packaging and a hefty 
marketing budget. So how can the su- 
permarket possibly sell a pair of these 
synthetic cream-filled pseudocakes 
for less than a bunch of roots? 


In the absence of subsidies for wheat, 
corn, and soy, it would almost surely be 
cheaper to yank roots out of the ground 
and deliver them to the grocery store 
than to concoct and deliver many proc- 
essed foods; and if healthful foods were 
cheaper, people would be more likely to 
consume them. 

In addition, if governments no longer 
issued dietary guidelines, people would 
be forced to seek out nutrition informa- 
tion from a variety of sources whose 
biases are known instead of treating the 
state’s lobbyist-influenced word on the 
subject as gospel. This would create more 
informed consumers who would be less 
likely to accept claims that, e.g., anything 
labeled “fat-free” is automatically better 
for them than an equivalent product con- 
taining butter. 

One final suggestion: Get the govern- 
ment out of healthcare, too. As long as 
healthcare costs are socialized, individu- 
als have much less incentive to take care 
of their own bodies than they would if they 
had to pay for their own medical treat- 
ment. By the same token, when the gov- 
ernment is heavily involved in healthcare, 
it has a strong incentive to take control of 
individuals’ lives so as to minimize its own 
costs — one of the main reasons for the 
push for command-and-control solutions 
to the obesity problem. 

The last thing the world needs is yet 
another anti-liberty, wealth-redistributing 
response to an alleged crisis. Humans are 
already being crushed beneath the weight 
of government and UN control. Now is not 
the time for those institutions to pack on 
another ton in the name of saving us from 
ourselves. 
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Freedom of Religion, Press, and Speech 


UNDER ASSAULT IN U.K. 


Though Brits may have many freedoms under 
the law, government is increasingly cracking 
down on unwanted public and private speech, 
especially targeting Christians. 


Eastern Daily Press 


persecuted for defending the unborn, most recently placed under virtual 
house arrest for sending pictures of aborted children to a hospital. 


by Alex Newman 


handed a three-month suspended jail sentence in Septem- 

ber for his activism against abortion last year, and it was not 
the first time he had been prosecuted and even jailed for his work 
defending the unborn. In fact, Atkinson has been in prison more 
than a dozen times for his efforts over the years. 


| ongtime pro-life campaigner Edward Atkinson, 81, was 
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Atkinson’s most recent supposed “‘crime” involved violating a 
so-called anti-social behavior order (ASBO) by sending a letter 
with pictures of aborted children to a government official in charge 
of the Queen Elizabeth hospital. “I was trying to tell her about 
the abortion holocaust, all the murdered babies, but she couldn’t 
face the truth apparently, so she went to the police and got me ar- 
rested,” the soft-spoken pensioner told THE NEw AMERICAN in a 
recent interview. 

In 2006, Atkinson was prosecuted for a similar “offense” under 
the 1988 “malicious communications act,” which purports to ban 
sending letters and electronic communications aimed at causing 
“distress” or “anxiety.” He was eventually handed a massive fine, 
sentenced to prison, and slapped with the ASBO, he explained. 
The pro-lifer was also knocked off the waiting list in 2006 for a 
much-needed hip replacement at the hospital in question, sparking 
outrage worldwide and even among members of Parliament. 

In violation of the court order, Atkinson sent another letter to 
healthcare officials with more pictures this year. According to U.K. 
news reports, the hospital staffer who opened the letter was “‘dis- 
tressed” by the images of aborted children inside. “I suspected that 
they were murdering babies in there but I wasn’t sure, now I know 
they’ve been murdering several babies per day in there,” Atkinson 
said, pointing out that the troubled consciences of hospital staff- 
ers were a good sign that they recognize evil when they see it. 
“Something like 500 babies a day are murdered every single day 
in this country.” 

If it had been the first time sending pictures of aborted innocent 
babies — a controversial tactic that Atkinson and other pro-life 
activists believe is crucial to showing people the truth about abor- 
tion and eventually ending it — he might have been able to escape 
serious punishment for exercising his right to free speech. For the 
life-long pro-lifer, however, it was not the first time: The court had 
already ordered him not to distribute his materials in the case six 
years earlier, when U.K. authorities imposed what they refer to as 
an “ASBO.” 

The dedicated activist, undeterred, had already been jailed 
multiple times for refusing to pay activism-related fines and for 
protesting outside abortion clinics, too — 17 times in total, he re- 
called. All of the trips to prison, Atkinson told THE NEW AMERICAN, 
were linked to his activism. And they were worth it, he said, to help 
stop what he repeatedly referred to as the “abortion holocaust” 
throughout the interview. 

This time, instead of sending the octogenarian to prison, authori- 
ties put an electronic monitor on his ankle and placed him under 
virtual house arrest. His ASBO order was extended to 2017, mean- 
ing he can be immediately sent to prison for violating it again. Still, 
despite his age and the relentless persecution, Atkinson has vowed 
never to give up. 
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Christianity choked off: British Airways worker Nadia Eweida displays her cross outside the U.K. 
court where she fought against legal discrimination that protects Muslim headscarves and Sikh 


turbans but not Christian crosses. 


“T hope to accomplish the abolition of 
abortion; it should be considered first-de- 
gree murder. In this country we’ve abol- 
ished the death penalty for the guilty but in- 
stituted it for the innocent. Can you think of 
anything more Satanic than that?” Atkinson 
said. The “kangaroo courts,’ meanwhile, 
are run by officials who have “disgraced 
their office by aligning themselves with a 
gang of professional child murderers,” he 
continued. 

One day, Atkinson said, those officials 
will have to “face judgment by almighty 
God,” so they should repent now. “We’re 
living in a country where all the laws have 
been inversed,” he continued. As evidence, 
the 81-year-old activist pointed to “willful 
murder, sodomy, oppression of the poor, 
and defrauding laborers of their wages” 
through the Bank of England, which he 
called “the biggest swindle around,” refer- 
ring to the inherent debt-trap created by the 
modern, privately owned central banking 
regime that prints currency out of thin air 
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while charging impossible-to-pay interest 
on it. “All four of these sins have been in- 
corporated into British law,” he said. 

The issue of protecting life, however, is 
crucial, Atkinson explained. Authorities, 
though, disagreed, at least with the meth- 
ods. “If you commit an offense in the fu- 
ture this sentence will take effect,’ Judge 
Nicholas Coleman told Atkinson in Sep- 
tember, warning that any further similar 
pro-life activism would result in actual jail 
time. Rather than putting him in prison, the 
judge allowed Atkinson to remain a virtual 
prisoner in his own home with a monitor 
on his ankle, but next time, it will be worse. 

Of course, Atkinson does have support 
from some U.K. pro-life groups, which have 
offered financial and moral help throughout 
the persecution. American activists also 
leapt to his defense when he ran into trouble, 
sending thousands of letters of their own to 
the hospital. That just made authorities and 
abortionists even more furious, though. 

“This mail was opened by members of 
our administration staff who found 
it very disturbing and upsetting,” a 
spokesperson for the hospital was 
quoted as saying after the sentence 
was handed down. “Following an 
earlier case some years ago we 
were inundated with extremist 
mail from around the world.... The 
more extreme letters were referred 
to the police and appropriate ac- 
tion was taken.” 


For Atkinson, however, the fact that au- 
thorities would permit abortion and fund it 
with taxpayer money, let alone persecute 
those who speak out against it, should be 
far more troubling than forcing the gov- 
ernment’s healthcare workers to view the 
fruits of abortion. In the U.K., though, un- 
born children can be killed with taxpayer 
subsidies, while exposing the system using 
the graphic truth can apparently become 
a criminal offense. “I don’t recognize my 
country anymore,” Atkinson told THE NEw 
AMERICAN. 

While his story has garnered quite a 
bit of media coverage, even internation- 
ally, it is hardly the only example of the 
increasing U.K. government persecution 
being endured by Christians and other ac- 
tivists, often just for expressing their be- 
liefs. And even though the feisty Atkinson 
remains undeterred, the persecution is part 
of a broader assault by U.K. authorities 
on freedom of speech and religious liberty 
that is coming under increasing interna- 
tional scrutiny. 


Of course, British subjects have never had 
the broad protections for freedom of speech, 
religion, or the press that American citizens 
take for granted as guaranteed by the First 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. In 
fact, aside from Americans, no other people 
in the world have ever enjoyed so much lib- 
erty specifically protected by law. 

Historically, however, the United King- 
dom has still been considered a leader when 
it comes to protecting free expression — 
at least when compared to the rest of the 
planet. Today, despite those centuries-old 
traditions, the right to freely express one- 
self in the U.K. is increasingly under threat, 
as illustrated by thousands of recent pros- 
ecutions. The domestic debate, though, is 
becoming increasingly fierce as lawmakers 
consider “reforms” that would either pro- 
tect or further infringe upon Britons’ rights. 

Over the past few years, authorities have 
been feverishly prosecuting people merely 
for what is said on social media services, 
such as Twitter and Facebook. Relying on 
controversial statutes purporting to crimi- 
nalize “insulting” or “offensive” comments, 
for instance, prosecutors have initiated well 
over 1,000 speech-related cases every year 
since 2009. 

Those figures are increasing dramati- 
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cally every year, too, according to govern- 
ment data obtained by the Associated Press 
through freedom of information requests. 
Official documents show that 1,286 people 
were actually convicted in 2011 merely for 
what they said in electronic communica- 
tions, up from 873 in 2009. Many more 
were prosecuted — almost 2,000 in 2011, 
well above the 1,263 prosecuted in 2009. 
Numbers for last year are not yet publicly 
available, but analysts say they almost cer- 
tainly continued to balloon. 

Consider the case of 20-year-old Azhar 
Ahmed. After reports that some British 
troops had been killed in Afghanistan, he 
made a post on Facebook saying that sol- 
diers “should die and go to hell.” He re- 
portedly deleted the offensive comments 
almost immediately, saying he had written 
them in anger. Still, he was arrested, con- 
victed, and sentenced to 240 hours of so- 
called “community service.” Ahmed got off 
easy, though — more than a few victims of 
the U.K. speech police have actually been 
jailed for their supposed “crimes.” 

In another incident that attracted inter- 
national attention, a 19-year-old man was 
arrested and held for a day after posting a 
picture of a burning paper poppy on Re- 
membrance Day, a day often associated 
with the poppy held to commemorate those 
who lost their lives defending freedom. He 
was finally released on bail but may still 
face charges. “What was the point of win- 
ning either World War if, in 2012, someone 
can be casually arrested by Kent Police for 
burning a poppy?” wondered lawyer David 
Allen Green, who has worked on other 
high-profile U.K. free speech cases. 

As 2012 was coming to a close, an athe- 
ist who ripped up a Koran in front of some 
Muslims was defending himself in court 
against charges of “causing religiously ag- 
gravated intentional harassment, alarm or 
distress, by demonstrating hostility based 
on membership of a particular religious 
group,” according to news reports about 
the case. After long deliberations, the trial 
ended in a hung jury. The Crown Prosecu- 
tion Service, however, might still decide to 
go for a re-trial. 

Christians in particular have found them- 
selves in the crosshairs of the speech po- 
lice. Several street preachers, for instance, 
have been arrested just for criticizing ho- 
mosexuality. In a 2010 case, Dale Mcalpine 
was arrested after he told a homosexual po- 
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lice officer that homosexuality was a sin. A 
student was arrested and fined for “causing 
harassment, alarm or distress” after asking 
a mounted police officer if he knew that his 
horse was “gay,” an incident that even at- 
tracted high-profile homosexual activists to 
speak out against British anti-free speech 
statutes. 

As throughout most of the West, the right 
to free speech is supposed to be protected in 
the United Kingdom. However, as in most 
of Europe, there are countless “exceptions” 
to those protections that could result in a 
person being prosecuted or even jailed just 
for what they say. On the list of forbidden 
expression: speech that is abusive, insult- 
ing, distressing, indecent, likely to cause a 
breach of the peace, racist, meant to incite 
religious hatred, seditious, obscene, defam- 
atory, scandalous to a court by criticizing 
judges, and more. Also banned is posses- 
sion of information that could be “used by 
a terrorist’”” — almost anything, of course. 
Even imagining the death of the monarch 
is a crime. Laws against slander and libel, 
meanwhile, are some of the most egregious 
in the world, which critics say stifles free- 
dom of speech and of the press. 

Incredibly, despite widespread domestic 
and international criticism of the growing 
free speech restrictions, politicians have 
sparked a firestorm of controversy recently 
with threats to further regulate the press by 
creating an “independent” media regulator. 
Led by Lord Justice Leveson, who chaired 
an “inquiry” on the media and released a 
2,000-page report about it in December, the 
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political class is seeking to clamp down fur- 
ther on journalism and even on individuals 
using social media services such as Twitter. 

The campaign has been met by resis- 
tance among the press and British subjects 
— even Prime Minister David Cameron 
said he had “serious concerns and misgiv- 
ings” about the plot, despite support for it 
from some members of his party — and 
free speech groups are sounding the alarm. 
Even the “Index on Censorship,” which re- 
ceives funding from the European Union, 
the United Nations, the state-funded BBC, 
and billionaire big-government activist 
George Soros, said the trends on free speech 
in the U.K. were “worrying” and that this 
would be a critical moment for freedom of 
expression in the kingdom. 

“Even ‘light’ regulation opens up the 
possibility of the government curtailing the 
media’s ability to stand up to power and 
hold government and politicians to account 
— a vital component of our democracy,” 
the group said about the press-regulation 
scheme in its “UK Free Expression Score- 
card,” released in late November. 

“This politicization of press control 
would be a major breach of the principles 
of freedom of expression and a free press. 
There are fundamental reasons why politi- 
cians and media should be distinct from and 
independent of each other.” 

U.K. proponents of free speech and ex- 
pression, however, also point to what they 
consider to be some positive developments. 
Among the most important: an increasingly 
popular bid to end the criminalization of 


Freedom cornered: Famous Speakers’ Corner in London’s Hyde Park was once a hallmark of free 
speech in the U.K., but increasingly, people are being punished merely for what they say. 
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so-called insulting words by removing the 
whole clause from the “Public Order Act.” 
In a rare twist, the campaign has brought 
together Christian groups, homosexual ac- 
tivists, atheists, comedians, and a broad co- 
alition saying that the statute has a chilling 
effect on freedom of speech. 

“Increasingly the police and other law- 
enforcement agencies are misinterpreting 
the legislation to such an extent that it is 
impinging on the right to free speech,” 
explained Lord Geoffrey Dear, the House 
of Lords member who drafted the amend- 
ment, in an opinion column for the U.K. 
Daily Telegraph. He described the term 
“insulting” as subjective and vague — and 
apparently many lawmakers and much of 
the public agree. 

The House of Lords voted overwhelm- 
ingly in favor of the plan to drop the 
criminalization of “insulting” language, 
with 150 in favor against 54 opposed. The 
lower house of parliament, the House of 
Commons, must still approve the changes, 
but free speech campaigners expect to suc- 
ceed — especially after such a broad pub- 


lic alliance came out in favor 
of the changes while the press 
highlighted some of the most 
outrageous arrests and prosecu- 
tions justified under the contro- 
versial statute. 

After originally opposing the 
move, Director of Public Pros- 
ecutions Keir Starmer, with the 
Crown Prosecution Service, 
announced in December that he thought it 
would be OK to remove “insulting” from 
the statute. However, in a letter he wrote 
to Lord Dear, the top prosecutor essential- 
ly admitted that individuals could still be 
prosecuted for “insulting” remarks if they 
were simply characterized as “abusive” in- 
stead, so the “good news” about easing free 
speech restrictions should be taken with a 
grain of salt. 

Meanwhile, lawmakers in the U.K. are 
also debating changes to the famously 
stringent libel laws. Among the stated 
aims of the proposed reforms is to rebal- 
ance statutes on defamation in favor of 
freedom of speech. However, even Parlia- 
ment’s human rights joint-select commit- 
tee has blasted at least one of the changes 
currently being debated that could force 
website operators to take down material 
based on somebody’s order, regardless of 
whether there is a valid legal defense. The 
committee recommended setting a higher 
threshold before news providers would 
have to either take down content or fight 
it out in court. If the recommendations are 


Public display proponent: Lord Christopher Monckton, who started wearing a large crucifix 
when the controversy over crosses in public began, has been a relentless advocate for freedom in 


the United Kingdom and worldwide. 
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not taken into account, freedom of speech 
might suffer yet another blow under the 
guise of pro-free speech reforms. 

Of course, the U.K. is still a bastion 
of free speech and press — consider the 
famous Speakers’ Corner at Hyde Park, 
which has been around for more than 150 
years — when compared to nations ruled 
by unabashed tyrants such as the commu- 
nist regime in Beijing, Islamist dictator- 
ships, or the Castro autocracy in Cuba, for 
example. Much of Europe also has gov- 
ernments that impose strict restrictions on 
speech, ranging from the criminalization of 
“Holocaust denial” in Germany and other 
nations to criminal sanctions imposed on 
people who criticize homosexuality or re- 
ligions. So-called hate speech laws have 
also proliferated, and in 2003 the Swedish 
Justice Department actually investigated 
the Bible for hate speech. 

Free speech advocates around the globe 
are hoping the British people will seize 
these opportunities to lead the way toward 
greater liberty — standing up for freedom 
of expression as the debate intensifies 
rather than allowing more infringements. 
However, with the political class and much 
of the establishment seeking even greater 
restrictions on individuals and the press, the 
outcome of the battle remains far from cer- 
tain. Even if liberty wins these fights, there 
is still a long way to go before the U.K. or 
most of Europe can truly claim to support 
freedom of speech. 


Even if free expression scores a small 
victory, which at this point remains far 
from certain, U.K. Christians say their 
religious liberty is also under threat. 
Authorities are under fire for refusing to 
recognize the right of Christians to wear 
crucifixes and crosses at work — even 
in government-sector jobs — as Muslim 
women and Sikh men, for example, are 
guaranteed the right to wear their tradi- 
tional religious attire regardless of their 
employers’ wishes. Ironic in a country 
that for hundreds of years was symbol- 
ized by a flag flying St. George’s cross. 
Critics have slammed that policy and 
others apparently aimed at silencing Chris- 
tians or forcing them to act against their 
faith as discrimination. U.K. officials, 
however, are refusing to back down, going 
so far as to defend some of the discrimina- 
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This is covered? While Muslims’ religious attire is protected by law, U.K. authorities claim the 
wearing of Christian crosses and crucifixes can be restricted because they are not “mandatory.” 


tory policies and schemes at the so-called 
European Court of Human Rights (ECHR). 

Perhaps the largest and most well- 
publicized battle surrounds two Christian 
women, one of whom worked for the gov- 
ernment’s National Health Service (NHS), 
who were fired from their jobs for wearing 
crosses to work. Coptic Christian Nadia 
Eweida, one of the two, was suspended 
from her job with British Airways in 2006 
without pay for refusing to remove or hide 
a small cross around her neck. The other 
woman, NHS hospital nurse Shirley Chap- 
lin, was barred from her job on the ward by 
public officials for failure to hide the little 
cross she wore. 

After failing to obtain relief from U.K. 
authorities for what they called discrimina- 
tion, the two women filed a case with the 
Strasbourg-based ECHR alleging that their 
right to freedom of religion enshrined in a 
European treaty had been violated. They 
were joined by two other Christians, a mar- 
riage counselor who was fired for refusing 
to provide “sex therapy” to homosexuals 
and a registrar disciplined for not wanting 
to conduct same-sex “civil partnership” 
ceremonies. 

The European Convention on Human 
Rights, to which the U.K. government is a 
party, states in part that subjects are guar- 
anteed “the right to freedom of thought, 
conscience and religion” and “to manifest 
his religion or belief, in worship, teaching, 
practice and observance.” The freedom to 
manifest one’s religion or beliefs, the con- 
vention continues, is subject only to “nec- 
essary” limitations “prescribed by law” in 
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the interests of public safety, order, health, 
morals, or for the protection of the rights 
and freedoms of others. 

However, government officials from the 
U.K., where authorities refused to offer 
relief to the four plaintiffs, begged the 
controversial European court to approve 
of their actions. In its defense, the U.K. 
government claimed that wearing a cross 
is not a requirement of the Christian faith, 
but sporting a Muslim hijab or a Sikh tur- 
ban at work is mandated by the respective 
religions. The ECHR ruled against three of 
the four plaintiffs on January 15. Critics, 
though, are speaking out about what they 
say is a double standard and an effort to 
trample on Christians. 

In an exclusive interview with THE NEw 
AMERICAN in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, last 
summer, Lord Christopher Monckton, a 
former advisor to ex-Prime Minister Mar- 
garet Thatcher, chastised U.K. officials for 
their efforts to marginalize Christianity. 
The internationally recognized activist, 
who has built a reputation for standing up to 
the United Nations, climate-change hyste- 
ria, and efforts to destroy liberty, now wears 
a large crucifix around his neck in public as 
a show of solidarity. 

Lord Monckton was given the crucifix 
he now wears by a man who came up to 
him after a talk. “He took it off his neck 
and put it on mine, and he said, ‘I want you 
to wear this because you’ve told me that 
you’re going to go back to the U.K. and get 
a crucifix and wear it because you heard 
that ... the Prime Minister of the U.K., 
David Cameron, announced that he has ap- 


plied to Britain’s new European masters for 
the right to ban the wearing of crucifixes in 
public, and you’ve said your instinctive re- 
action on hearing this was to start wearing 
one in public to discourage him and others 
like him from discriminating poisonously 
in this way,’” Lord Monckton explained, 
recalling his conversation with the man 
who gave him the crucifix and asked him 
to explain why he was wearing it to others. 

The move to marginalize Christianity in 
the U.K. is part of a broader international 
trend, too, according to Lord Monckton. 
“The secular and increasingly atheistic 
and anti-Christian governing class, in Brit- 
ain and in many other countries, has got 
to learn that Christianity is here to stay,” 
he continued. “We will not be bullied or 
persecuted, and if you think that you can 
start the persecution, in much the same 
way as they tried in Poland — by banning 
crucifixes in school classrooms and now as 
they’re trying to ban me from wearing this 
crucifix in public — they will learn that 
what happened in Poland will happen to 
them: They will be removed from office, 
and those who are more tolerant of different 
religious points of view will form the new 
government.” 

Of course, Lord Monckton is hardly the 
only prominent public figure to speak out. 
Numerous Christian leaders — Protestants 
and Catholics alike — have criticized the 
government’s policies, too. Earlier this 
year, Catholic Cardinal Keith O’Brien of 
Scotland, for example, urged Catholics 
to display their crosses and crucifixes in 
public with pride while telling government 
officials not to fear the symbol of Christ’s 
triumph, reported the National Catholic 
Register. 

“Displaying the sign of the cross, the 
cross of Christ should not be a problem for 
others — but rather they should see in that 
sign an indication of our own desire to love 
and to serve all peoples in imitation of that 
love and service of Jesus Christ,’ Cardinal 
O’Brien was quoted as saying as the cruci- 
fix scandal was in the headlines last year. 
“Marginalization of religion should not be 
taking place at this present time — rather 
the opposite.” 

Tolerance, he said, is crucial. “Here in 
our own country where we do place a great 
emphasis on tolerance, surely our Christi- 
anity should be an indication to others of 
our desire, while living our Catholic Chris- 
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Cardinal Keith O’Brien of Scotland is one of 
the many prominent Christian leaders speaking 
out against U.K. policies, urging people to 
wear their crosses in public with pride. 


tian lives, to tolerate others who do not 
have our same values,” Cardinal O’Brien 
continued. “Why shouldn’t each and every 
Christian similarly wear proudly a symbol 
of the cross of Christ on their garments each 
and every day of their lives?” 

Some liberty-minded analysts who 
strongly support both Christianity and reli- 
gious freedom argued that it should be per- 
missible for private employers to enforce 
dress codes as a condition of employment. 
However, a major problem, according to 
respected experts, is that the U.K. govern- 
ment is essentially claiming that members 
of some religions — Islam, for example — 
are entitled to receive official protection to 
wear their own religious garments even as 
Christians are denied that same privilege. 

“My big worry with this approach is the 
idea that a secular government and secular 
courts are allowed to discriminate between 
religions based on theological points with- 
in the religions themselves,” explained at- 
torney Neil Addison, national director of 
the Thomas More Legal Center in Eng- 
land, pointing to government protections 
of the Sikh turban and the Muslim head 
scarf. “There seems no awareness that this 
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distinction is itself discriminatory because 
it gives a privileged legal position to those 
religions with specific and detailed rules 
as [it goes] against those with more flex- 
ible rules.” 

According to Addison, the distinction 
made by government between what it will 
or will not protect illustrates a misunder- 
standing about the nature of religious prac- 
tice itself — generally a complex combina- 
tion of “rules, beliefs, customs and rituals 
that often may not be formally prescribed 
but which are, nevertheless, regarded by 
religious believers as integral parts of their 
faith.’ Plus, he continued, Christians have 
regarded the wearing of a cross or cruci- 
fix as a fundamental custom for centuries, 
even if it was not formally required as an 
obligation of the faith. 

“Therefore, to attempt to distinguish be- 
tween the wearing of a cross and the wear- 
ing of a Sikh turban or Islamic hijab on the 
basis that one is required but the other is 
not is to create a completely theologically 
illiterate, artificial and unrealistic distinc- 
tion,’ the heavyweight attorney explained. 
“Tt is an approach that goes against the fun- 
damental principle of a secular society with 
secular courts because it involves secular 
courts making religious decisions as to 
what is or is not compulsory in a religion.” 

Other battles surrounding religious 
freedom in the nation that have attracted 
international attention include an ongoing 
effort by U.K. authorities to force Catholic 
adoption agencies to either place children 
with homosexuals or basically shut down. 
The intersection between speech and faith, 
meanwhile, has also become an increasing- 
ly important issue in recent years — per- 
haps best illustrated by the case of 81-year- 
old Atkinson, who has been relentlessly 
persecuted for pro-life activism. 

With critics of the U.K. government’s in- 
creasingly totalitarian tendencies express- 
ing serious concerns about the future of 
freedom — Britons have already been dis- 
armed, they are probably among the most 
surveilled people on Earth, and the trends 
are accelerating — where it will all end re- 
mains to be seen. Jewish columnist Geof- 
frey Alderman highlighted the danger in a 
recent piece for The Jewish Chronicle enti- 
tled “Spectre of Stalin in our land,” warning 
that once the attack on Christians gets into 
full swing, other victims will undoubtedly 
be in the crosshairs, too. 


“Christians in this Christian realm are 
under attack merely for expressing their 
religious beliefs in public,’ Alderman 
wrote. “No one reading this should delude 
themselves into thinking that this campaign 
against freedom of religious expression will 
end with the Christians. It won’t. Some day, 
somewhere in this green and pleasant land, 
some self-appointed campaigner for what 
I believe is termed ‘political correctness’ 
will demand of the Jews what is now being 
demanded of Christians — that religious 
truths be suppressed and that those who 
articulate them be punished. What is this if 
not Stalinism pure and simple?” 

The ruling on the Christian cases by the 
controversial ECHR, an institution that 
advocates of national sovereignty have 
warned also represents a threat to free- 
dom, drew mixed reactions, but attorneys 
representing the plaintiffs are hopeful that 
they could make more progress on appeal. 
But opposition to what more than a few 
analysts say is an assault on liberty and 
Christianity continues to grow stronger 
every day — in the U.K., and across the 
entire world as well. 

Lord Monckton concluded his thoughts 
on the crucifix issue with some words for 
Prime Minister David Cameron that also 
touched on the pro-life concerns of count- 
less Britons. “Here is a warning to you Mr. 
Cameron: Step back, leave Christianity 
alone,” the prominent viscount said. “And 
while you’re at it, you might think about 
repealing the Abortion Act, which unspeak- 
ably allows the torture and murder of little 
children in the womb by the insertion of ef- 
fectively a vacuum cleaner into the womb 
to pull the child out, tearing it limb from 
limb, and without even giving it an anes- 
thetic first.” 

As a high-profile figure known around 
the world, Monckton will likely escape 
prosecution despite painting a graphic and 
distressing verbal picture about the reality 
of abortion. However, for current and fu- 
ture victims of U.K. authorities’ anti-liberty 
campaigns like Atkinson — and even for 
freedom of speech and religion in gener- 
al — the future remains far from certain. 
Some observers even say it is time for the 
United Kingdom to adopt the equivalent of 
America’s First Amendment. Though, even 
in America, in contravention of the First 
Amendment, religious liberties are increas- 
ingly under attack, as well. 
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When Disappointment 
Turns to Discouragement 


Many conservatives, especially Christians, have disengaged 
from political battle because of discouragement. But there’s 
no reason to quit or be discouraged. 


by Sterling Lacy 


hat patriot is not disappointed 
with the recent election re- 
sults? The prospect of four 


more years of the same old, same old is 
enough to dampen the spirit of even the 
brightest-eyed optimist. Any constitution- 
alist has to wonder just how far outside the 
boundaries of the written law and moral 
truth we can wander before something 
finally snaps. Historians tell us no nation 
has ever slid this deep into collectivism 
and amorality and pulled out. Prophets of 
doom are claiming we are already past the 
point of no return. 

But the gravest danger on the horizon 
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is not coming from outside the circle of 
Americans fighting for less government. 
The gravest danger is a growing discour- 
agement within our own ranks. Sometimes 
within one’s own self. Many, Christians 
especially, have just given up. Some be- 
lieve the battle is lost: Obama and agnos- 
tics are successfully implementing laws 
to eliminate religious freedoms almost 
at will, and culturally, sex, smut, and im- 
morality rarely ever rate public condem- 
nation. When condemnation does hap- 
pen, it is often directed at Christians, not 
at “wrong.” Others believe that modern 
events match well with biblical prophecies 
that indicate we are at the “end times,” the 
times immediately preceding the second 
coming of Christ. In either case they have 
adopted the credo, “Why bother?” 

Well, I want to tell why we should both- 
er and tell how to be effective. 


Part of the miracle: Jesus required people to 
put forth some effort for miracles to happen. 
After his disciples had a fruitless fishing trip, 
he made them recast their nets, despite their 
wishes, in order to be blessed with fish. 


Why Bother 

Let me start with two reasons that Chris- 
tians should get involved. First, absent ac- 
tion, things can always get worse. Isaiah 
5:13 teaches that a nation can be taken into 
captivity because the people, even God’s 
people, lack knowledge and understanding. 
As government power rises, so inevitably 
does oppression. Take for example govern- 
ment mass murder in Cambodia, Russia, 
Germany, China, Guatemala, Uganda, and 
elsewhere, as well as Europe’s increasing 
use of “hate speech” laws to persecute 
Christians in those nations. 

Assuredly, America’s first president 
would concur. A statement attributed to 
George Washington that encapsulates his 
view is: “Government is not reason, it is 
not eloquence, it is force. Like fire it is a 
dangerous servant and a fearful master.” 
Benjamin Franklin, too: “No man’s life, 
liberty or property is safe as long as the 
legislature is in session.” 

Second, since, as it says in Matthew 
25:13, “ye know neither the day nor the 
hour wherein the Son of man cometh,” 
Christians must not shirk our responsibil- 
ity to help fulfill God’s plans on Earth as 
long as we are needed. In the manner of 
our Founding Fathers, let us do our duty to 
God and trust Him to provide miraculous 
results. 

When Jesus walked the Earth and per- 
formed miracles, He required humans to 
trust Him and do the part they were told to 
do. Then the miracle came. For instance, at 
the wedding feast in Cana, Jesus required 
men to fill pots with water before He 
would provide more wine for the wedding 
party. If those men had not done their duty, 
it is unlikely Jesus would have added His 
part, the miracle. 

What about the miracle of feeding 5,000 
people with five loaves and two fishes? If 
the little boy had refused to share his lunch 
with Jesus, there would have been no mir- 
acle. There is no doubt that the Son of God 
could have created the loaves and fishes 
out of nothing if He wanted. But what He 
wanted was a person who would make the 
sacrifice that invites the miracle. 
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ed down the 


: Durage to act. 


Before Jesus raised Lazarus from the 
dead, He told some men to roll away the 
huge stone closing the grave. No doubt if He 
could raise to life someone who had been 
dead four days, He could move a stone, no 
matter how large. But Jesus required human 
agents to be involved. No matter how mi- 
nute a part a human being plays in God’s 
miracles, God chooses to make us an es- 
sential part of His greater plan. 

Did you note that in each of these exam- 
ples, Jesus did not expect people to work 
miracles? America needs a miracle! God 
is in the miracle-working business. The 
first ingredient of miracles is for man to in- 
vite the miracle and assist in the receiving 
of the miracle by hopefully and dutifully 


bad 


doing his part. If America’s 
enemies succeed in discour- 
aging America’s patriots, 
if they can trick us into giv- 
ing up hope and walking off 
the battlefield, how can we 
expect a miracle from God? 
James A. Garfield as a 
young minister had an aver- 
sion to politics. But being a 
truth-seeker, he eventually 
saw in his Bible God’s instructions for 
civil government. He became convinced 
that a Christian’s duty was to participate 
in public affairs. Before becoming presi- 
dent in 1881, he wrote on the 100th an- 
niversary of the signing of the Declaration 
of Independence the following insightful 
and prophetic message: “Now more than 
ever before, the people are responsible 
for the character of their Congress. If that 
body be ignorant, reckless, and corrupt, it 
is because the people tolerated ignorance, 
recklessness, and corruption. If it be intel- 
ligent, brave, and pure, it is because the 
people demand these high qualities to rep- 
resent them in the national legislature. If 
the next centennial [1976] does not find us 
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Little victories: Mother Teresa didn’t become discouraged, despite the increasing prevalence 
of poverty surrounding her, because she took joy in helping whom she could. Similarly, 
conservatives shouldn’t be discouraged because socialism is ever more popular, but should find 


joy in little victories. 
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a great nation ... it will be because those 
who represent the enterprise, the culture, 
and the morality of the nation did not aid 
in controlling the political forces.” 


Staying Motivated 
But, you say, it’s hard to stay involved in 
a losing effort. True, if you perceive it to 
be a losing effort. But how you perceive 
events is up to you. 

When I was elected in 2010 to be a 
Texas county judge, I closed a 35-year 
family counseling practice. As a counselor 
Iserved over 10,000 clients. Most of those 
people had one thing in common: They 
had allowed life’s disappointments to turn 
into personal discouragement. 

It is one thing to experience disap- 
pointment. That can be painful enough. 
But it is a much more serious matter to 
allow those disappointments to eat away at 
our resolve. When we allow a dark cloud 
that is over us to move inside us, we have 
moved from a manageable problem to a 
seemingly overwhelming and insurmount- 
able disaster. 

Please note that disappointments by 
themselves cannot overwhelm us. We can- 
not be overwhelmed until we allow the 
problems pressing on us to take root in us. 
Once we have moved from being disap- 
pointed to the point of being discouraged, 
we have started down the path that robs us 
of our courage to act. That is what the word 
discourage means: to deprive of courage. 

If disappointments automatically 
caused discouragement, then someone 
like Mother Teresa should have died the 
most discouraged person on Earth. Her 
decades-long battle against poverty and 
disease ended with a larger portion of the 
world’s population in poverty and disease 
than when she began. However, she did 
not die discouraged, but joyful. How did 
she keep so many of life’s disappoint- 
ments from turning into discouragement? 
Obviously she did not stick her head in the 
sand or walk through a world of hurt wear- 
ing self-deceiving, Pollyannaish blinders. 
No, Mother Teresa faced the reality of 
grave disappointments without succumb- 
ing to debilitating discouragement for two 
primary reasons. First, she committed her 
sacrificial works in order to please God. 
Second, she took joy in serving each im- 
poverished person that she could. 

This leads to the all-important question: 
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How do we keep our disappointments 
about what is happening in the political 
arena from turning into a personal dis- 
couragement that paralyzes us into inac- 
tion and defeat? Are we supposed to go 
through life with a Pollyannaish denial of 
the reality surrounding us? No, of course 
not. Pollyannaish denial also leads to in- 
action and defeat. This head-in-the-sand 
approach to politics was one of the main 
issues causing the disastrous results of the 
recent election. 

Unconcerned people don’t investigate 
the truth of things and don’t view events 
historically. They do not know what hap- 
pens to a people when their government 
is allowed to exceed its boundaries. Indif- 
ferent people do not take the time to stay 
informed. That is why they are not moti- 
vated to take action. 

Not only must we avoid “denial,” but we 
must develop a capacity for seeing the big 
picture, in order to be able to offer solutions 
to problems and generate hope in others. 

Have you ever heard the old saying, “He 
can’t see the forest for the trees?” The ob- 
vious point is that a person can be so close 
to a small clump of trees that he can no 
longer see the larger forest. 

When applied to counseling, this de- 
scribes nearly everyone I have ever coun- 
seled. In effect each one had put his nose 
up against an ugly, rotten tree in the forest 
of his life (a happening in his life). Losing 
the larger view of life led to an inability to 
think of a workable solution. Often they 
had become depressed and lost hope that 
there was even a solution. 

When applied to patriotism, this de- 
scribes the average American today. Most 
have never been given the larger picture. I 
sometimes refer to this bigger picture as the 
“hillside view.’ Having had public educa- 
tion, most Americans have never received 
the sweeping historical picture of man- 
kind’s struggle to find a governmental sys- 
tem that allowed the most personal liberty 
while protecting them from tyranny. In their 
religious training, most never received the 
Judeo/Christian view of the unprecedented 
God-given blessings received when the 
free-market economic system is practiced. 


The aforementioned counseling principle 
also suggests the obvious first step to win- 
ning the battle to restore Americanism: Be- 
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Countering one plan with another: All things in politics — even most bad consequences — are 
planned. Despite previous denials, the wealthy David Rockefeller finally admitted that his family 
secretly worked toward world government. So the solution to winning is to outplan the other side. 


fore we can expect consistent wins at the 
ballot box, we must win the battle in the 
minds of our friends and neighbors. Before 
we can win elections, we must win the elec- 
torate. We win the electorate by educating 
them about both what built up America and 
what is tearing down America, not by giv- 
ing up or ignoring the problem. 

The essential foundational victory 
will not be won in Washington or in our 
state capitals. It must be won first among 
our friends and neighbors in our houses, 
schools, churches, and towns. And re- 
member, what we are “for” always has 
to be more important than what we are 
“against.” Our approach must always in- 
clude the hillside view. 

If I approach my neighbor with a seri- 
ous problem but I don’t tie my concerns to 
the freedom principle being violated, then 
I may have helped America’s enemies by 
inviting my neighbor to stick his nose 
against one ugly, rotten tree in a beautiful 
forest. If I don’t keep the big picture in 
mind, if I don’t express opposition from 
the perspective that this is a bad idea be- 
cause it violates a good principle, I could 
find myself squarely in the middle of a big 
dose of discouragement. When working to 
reach a neighbor who has had his head in 
the sand, there has to be a balance between 
focusing on what is destroying America 
and what made her great. 

This is why I have been such an ardent 
reader of THE NEw AMERICAN magazine 


from its very first issue: In the framework 
of what is right about America, I get the 
unvarnished truth about the destructive ac- 
tions our current leaders are taking. While 
the magazine educates me about the ugly, 
rotten trees, I am constantly reminded of 
the beautiful forest planted by America’s 
Founding Fathers. 

Moreover, it must be made clear that in 
politics all outcomes are planned: Stalin 
and his henchmen planned to take over 
Russia, Hitler and his helpers planned to 
rule Germany, President Wilson and his 
mentor Edward Mandell House planned 
to bring about socialism in this country, 
FDR worked to discard the Constitu- 
tion and embroil us in a world govern- 
ing body, the European Common Market 
was meant to become a regional Europe- 
wide government (something nearly ev- 
eryone admits nowadays, but for decades 
denied), and Goldman Sachs works to 
place its executives in important posi- 
tions throughout government to influence 
financial laws and government spending. 
If people think that the repercussions of 
political events are merely unintended 
consequences or naively conceived plans, 
they will feel helpless to change things. 
If they feel that a plan can be laid and 
followed to unmake mistakes, they will 
likely feel empowered. 

There are two basic views of world his- 
tory: the accidental view of history and the 
conspiratorial view of history. And actual 
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political history, as has been made clear, 
has been the result of groups of individuals 
working secretly toward a common, illicit 
goal — such as enveloping all nations in a 
world government. 

A good example of this comes from 
Arnold J. Toynbee, historian, Royal Insti- 
tute of International Affairs (RIIA). The 
RIIA is the British sister organization to 
America’s Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR). Writing in 1931, Toynbee stated, 
“T will merely repeat that we are at present 
working, discreetly but with all our might, 
to wrest this mysterious political force 
called sovereignty out of the clutches of 
the local national states of our world. And 
all the time we are denying with our lips 
what we are doing with our hands.” 

David Rockefeller, chairman emeritus 
of the CFR, wrote in his autobiography 
Memoirs about his family’s political agen- 
da, saying, “Some even believe we are part 
of a secret cabal working against the best 
interests of the United States, character- 
izing my family and me as ‘international- 
ists’ and of conspiring with others around 
the world to build a more integrated global 
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political and economic structure — one 
world, if you will. If that’s the charge, I 
stand guilty, and I am proud of it.” 

Of course, plans that would be unpopu- 
lar with the masses when they are initi- 
ated are often hidden in plain sight merely 
through denying the obvious. In a letter to 
the editor of the New York Times on August 
25, 1980, 22 years before his admission 
in his autobiography, David Rockefeller 
scoffed at the idea that he and other pow- 
erful Americans were working in concert 
to establish a one-world political and 
economic structure. He began the letter, 
“T never cease to be amazed at those few 
among us who spot a conspiracy under 
every rock, a cabal in every corner.” 

Knowing that people are instigating 
strife to benefit their own ends allows patri- 
ots to create effective countermeasures; we 
can stop villains’ destructive behavior. If 
we fail to see determined, organized efforts 
at work, over time patriots will be discour- 
aged, lose hope, and retreat from the fight. 

Keeping a good balance in our lives is 
another essential to fighting off discour- 
agement and winning the battle for free- 
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dom. The most effective warrior will treat 
our struggle to restore and preserve free- 
dom as if it is a marathon, not a sprint. 

The person who wages the battle for free- 
dom while nurturing his marriage and fam- 
ily, while being a good worker on his job or 
in his business and being a great neighbor, 
over time makes the best patriot. 

The most effective talk I ever heard 
on balancing one’s life so that no major 
God-given responsibility is allowed to fall 
through the cracks was given in St. Louis, 
Missouri, in 1967 by Ezra Taft Benson, 
former secretary of agriculture during 
the Eisenhower administration. Two key 
points helped prepare me to ward off dis- 
couragement: “Don’t neglect your family 
while striving to increase your income,” 
and “Be willing to make sacrifices to pre- 
serve the freedom principles that allow 
you to have a family and have a means to 
personally provide for them.” 

Following in Benson’s footsteps, turn 
your disappointment into a renewed de- 
termination to sustain your hope, do your 
duty, and hear those words, “Well done, 
thou good and faithful servant.” 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Government Can't, Individuals Can 


Fox News commentator John Stossel explains that, contrary to popular thinking, 
government nearly always makes things worse, and individuals exercising their freedom 


make things better. 
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by John T. Larabell 


No They Can’t: Why Government Fails 
— but Individuals Succeed, by John Stos- 
sel, New York: Threshold Editions (a Divi- 
sion of Simon & Schuster, Inc.), 2012, 306 
pages, hardcover. 


66 hat intuition tempts us 
to believe: Without the 
intervention of labor 


unions and government, business will 
treat workers like dogs. What reality 
taught me: When unions buddy up with 
their friends in government, it’s bad for 
customers, taxpayers, and ultimately, 
even union members.” 

“What intuition tempts us to believe: In- 
dividuals are selfish, so we need govern- 
ment to ‘level the playing field’ and make 
life ‘fair.’ What reality taught me: When 
government ‘makes life fair, that brings 
stagnation and poverty.” 
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These and many other comments like 
them are strewn throughout John Stossel’s 
latest book, No They Can’t: Why Govern- 
ment Fails — but Individuals Succeed. 
Stossel, once a liberal and a correspondent 
for ABC News, appearing on programs 
such as 20/20, became a libertarian after 
discovering Reason magazine. This even- 
tually led him to Fox News and Fox Busi- 
ness Network in 2009, where he appears 
weekly on Stossel. 

Stossel leaves no stone unturned in 
his attempt to demonstrate that private 
enterprise is a much better way to solve 
societal problems than government. He 
also, in typical libertarian fashion, ex- 
plodes the commonly perceived myth that 
government needs to do some things, a 
belief held even by many conservatives. 
He demonstrates that government is not 
better at keeping communities safe, keep- 
ing business honest, protecting consum- 
ers, educating our children, providing 
healthcare, providing for the elderly and 
disabled, or building countries overseas. 
In fact, Stossel insists, government usually 
ends up creating more problems. 

Stossel’s libertarian views laid forth in 
No They Can’t are guaranteed to raise the 
ire of many liberals, but may also upset 
some conservatives who desire to use gov- 
ernment to restrict immoral behavior. For 
instance, Stossel believes that the govern- 
ment should legalize all drugs, not just 
marijuana, as a matter of letting people 
exercise their freedom. He believes the 
federal government’s war on drugs has 
wasted taxpayers’ money, ruined the lives 
of peaceful citizens, and unnecessarily 
swelled our prison population with non- 
violent persons. 

Stossel also believes that healthcare 
should be completely privatized, even for 
the poor and elderly. Government pro- 
grams end up hurting the poor and elderly 
the most, he asserts, and private-sector 
competition would end up lowering prices 
and offering better quality care. As he 


notes in one of his “intuition” comments: 
“What intuition tempts us to believe: 
American health care is a costly mess, 
and someone, probably government, must 
do something about it. What reality taught 
me: Government already dominates health 
care — and that’s the problem.” 

In keeping with his libertarian per- 
spective favoring strong private property 
rights, Stossel demonstrates why he feels 
that private ownership will help protect 
endangered animals much better than 
hunting bans or putting the animals on a 
“list.” If the animals are on the property of 
someone who wishes to protect them, or 
even raise them for commercial reasons, 
the animals will be protected from endan- 
germent or extinction. 

Stossel is also harshly critical of Amer- 
ica’s public — or “government-run,” as 
he insists it be called — school system. 
Again he writes, “What intuition tempts 
us to believe: Public schools are one of 
the best parts of America. What reality 
taught me: Government schools are one 
of the worst parts of America.” Despite 
receiving an ever-increasing stream of 
taxpayer money, government-run schools 
have offered stagnant or declining perfor- 
mance, while the bureaucracies running 
the school system have only grown. If 
government would get out of the educa- 
tion business and allow private individu- 
als and the free market to compete on a 
level playing field for opportunities to 
educate Americans’ children, Stossel 
believes, there is no telling the level of 
quality education that might be readily 
available to everyone. 

Government involvement in the mar- 
ketplace through regulations, bailouts, and 
subsidies leads to cartels and monopolies, 
writes Stossel, since the government will 
be in the business of picking winners and 
losers. Those businesses with “connec- 
tions” will get subsidies, bailouts, gov- 
ernment contracts, and exemptions from 
regulations, while their competitors may 
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be regulated out of business and allowed to 
fail. Another appropriate comment: “What 
intuition tempts us to believe: Capitalism 
is corrupt because big companies use their 
influence to manipulate the system. What 
reality taught me: That’s not capitalism. 
That’s crapitalism [crony capitalism].” This 
sort of system never really helps the “little 
guy,” as many claim, but almost invariably 
ends up favoring the big, well-connected 
businesses. A truly free market, free from 
any government involvement, is a truly 
level playing field, according to Stossel. 
Government, however, does not allow for a 
level playing field. As Stossel notes, 


Progressives always fear the “power” 
of business, rather than the power of 
government. But government has a 
power no business has: force. If we 
refuse to do “business” with govern- 
ment, government will fine us — jail 
us. I can rudely tell Microsoft that 
I refuse to buy its products — but I 
can’t tell the Internal Revenue Ser- 
vice to take a hike when it orders me 
to pay for the Department of Energy, 
foreign wars, monuments, bailouts, 
and everything else the government 
does, no matter how dissatisfied I am 
with its results. 


Essentially, the book demonstrates quite 
well how government, when it gets in- 
volved in regulating the marketplace and 
making rules to “protect” people, always 
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leads to lack of competition, stagnant mar- 
kets, poor-quality service, monopolies, 
special privileges to a few at the exclusion 
of the many, and the creation of inefficient, 
ever-expanding bureaucracies. 

Stossel illustrates how bureaucracies, 
by their very nature, attempt to expand 
themselves. They are like ravenous para- 
sitic organisms that begin, ostensibly, 
to “fix” a perceived problem in society, 
but soon take on lives of their own and 
exist for their own survival and growth, 
all the while feeding off of the productive 
base of society. Organisms of this nature 
resist improvements that would make 
them smaller, more efficient, and less ex- 
pensive. It is the process that renowned 
Georgetown professor Caroll Quigley re- 
ferred to when he wrote in The Evolution 
of Civilizations that “instruments of ex- 
pansion” that originate to benefit a civi- 
lization eventually become “institutions” 
(bureaucracies) and thus lead to the decay 
of that civilization. 

Despite being correct and offering a 
good dose of common sense in many of his 
arguments, Stossel fails to explore one im- 
portant aspect of government intervention 
into society: the “why” behind the draco- 
nian or absurd things that many bureau- 
crats do as the government keeps getting 
bigger and bigger. As mentioned above, he 
consistently refers to an “intuition” that 
tells people that government needs to be 
involved in and manage nearly every as- 
pect of our lives, and that “reality” teaches 
otherwise, if one has an open mind and 
looks at the facts. In other words, many 
liberals and government officials merely 
want more government because, however 
misguided, they believe it is necessary to 
help people be safer and live better lives. 
And, he asserts, intuition causes many, if 
not most, Americans to believe that some 
degree of government intervention is nec- 
essary. But is this really just human “in- 
tuition”? Most Americans in the late 18th 
and early 19th centuries rarely, if ever, 
believed this way. The Founding Fathers 
certainly did not have this type of “intu- 
ition.” So what happened to American so- 
ciety over the past century and a half to get 
us to this point? 

The frequently poor quality of American 
government-run education is one starting 
place for answers to the above question. 
For the better part of a century, Ameri- 


can middle-class and poor schoolchildren 
and college students have been subjected 
to progressive, socialist ideology in the 
classroom. Now we have a society that ac- 
cepts as “intuitive” many ideas that were 
anathema to our founding generation. Just 
consider this: If the elites really thought 
that the government should run education, 
why don’t they send their children to the 
government-run schools? 

In addition to the government school 
system, the mainstream media and en- 
tertainment industry have also done a re- 
markable job in shaping the worldview of 
most Americans into one favorable of big 
government. So Americans “intuitively” 
think that government needs to solve prob- 
lems and get involved in markets because 
that’s what they have been taught. 

Furthermore, Stossel makes no mention 
of any deliberate expansion of govern- 
ment by elites in order to gradually bring 
America into a one-world socialist order. 
The existence of such an agenda has been 
admitted on more than one occasion by 
the insider elites themselves. For exam- 
ple, there is much talk of “globalism” and 
“global governance” coming from world 
leaders and elite influential organizations 
such as the Council on Foreign Relations. 
Leaders at United Nations conferences 
frequently speak of using government to 
fundamentally transform and restructure 
society, and powerful internationalist 
David Rockefeller admitted to working to 
bring about a one-world socialist system 
in his 2002 autobiography Memoirs. Of 
course, Stossel may indeed be aware of 
such an agenda, but chose to avoid open- 
ing a can of worms, which would likely 
have happened if he discussed such a topic 
in his book. This is understandable, as 
Americans have been conditioned to reject 
such ideas as “paranoid” or “extremist.” 
Reaching out to people in a way they can 
understand is always a good starting point, 
and perhaps Stossel had this in mind. 

Whatever the case, No They Can’t is 
a great primer for introducing anyone to 
libertarian arguments for less government 
intervention into the marketplace and the 
lives of individuals. The book is very 
readable, and Stossel includes his typical 
fare of witty humor and plenty of exam- 
ples of government folly to illustrate the 
absurdity of many liberal and neoconser- 
vative arguments. 
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Couple Gives Gift of Travel 


Thanks to a very generous and trusting 
couple in Bozeman, Montana, Joel Kuhn- 
ke and his father were able to celebrate the 
Thanksgiving holiday with their family in 
Wisconsin. 

The Portland Tribune reported that Joel 
and his father were en route to the home 
of Joel’s grandfather in Wisconsin for a 
Thanksgiving feast when their plans came 
to a screeching halt in Bozeman. 

“Our four-wheel drive blew up,” Kuhnke 
said. “The drive line was just laying there.” 

The car was towed to a mechanic’s shop, 
but it looked like the mechanic would not 
be in until after the holiday, so Joel and 
his father headed to a nearby coffee shop. 

Joel and his father were beginning to 
consider the possibility of renting a car for 
the rest of their trip, a rather costly solution, 
when the couple running the coffee shop 
intervened. 

“The couple told us, “We want to loan 
you our car. We’re Christian people. Here 
are the keys,’” Kuhnke said. “They said 
they would make sure our car was fixed. 
They said, ‘See you in two weeks. Have a 
nice vacation.’ The car was a newer SUV.” 

Of course, the offer was one that Joel 
and his dad could not refuse. They arrived 
at Joel’s grandfather’s home in time to 
enjoy the holiday. 

Two weeks later, Joel returned the ve- 
hicle as promised. 

“When we dropped off the car they invit- 
ed their son over to meet us,” Kuhnke said. 
“We had a nice prayer and went home.” 

Joel could not believe the utter kindness 
of these two strangers. 

“Tt shows there are still good people out 
there,” he said. 


Brooklyn Woman Saves Two 


A Brooklyn, New York, woman is being 
hailed as a hero for saving two men from the 
path of an oncoming subway train on De- 
cember 6, reported the Daily News. Amaz- 
ingly, one of the men she saved was in the 
middle of attempting his own rescue when 
he required the woman’s intervention. 
Doreen Winkler was waiting for her 
train at the Bowling Green subway sta- 
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tion in Brooklyn when a drunken, home- 
less man fell onto the train tracks. 

Another subway rider jumped onto the 
tracks to save the man when an oncoming 
subway train surprised him. 

Small-framed Doreen Winkler was 
overwhelmed by a sudden surge of adrena- 
line and miraculously found the strength 
to pull both men onto the platform before 
the train arrived at the station. 

At 5'2", Winkler wept following the in- 
cident as it began to dawn on her that she 
had saved the lives of two men. 

“T had one arm each of each man,” she 
told the Daily News. “I was freaking out 
that nobody was helping at first.” 

Winkler had witnessed the tragic death 
of Korean immigrant Ki-Suck Han, 58, 
who had been killed by an oncoming train 
on December 3, after he had been pushed 
onto the tracks. The man was killed before 
anyone could come to his aid, and Winkler 
vowed on that day that she would never 
again be witness to something so tragic 
without making every effort to prevent it. 

Just days later, she found herself in a 
similar situation, but this time, she acted. 

Winkler heard a noise and spotted the 
drunken man, later identified as Jack Sim- 
mons, lying on his back in the middle of 
the train tracks. Assuming that he was too 
large for her to assist, she asked a nearby 
man to help him. 

“This guy jumps down on the tracks,” 
recalled Winkler. “And he’s push- 
ing him, trying to get him to stand up.” 
It was at that moment, however, that the 
northbound train seemed to appear out of 
nowhere. 

One witness recalls, “I glanced up and 
see the lights of an approaching train on 
the uptown side, and glance back and now 
there are two people on the tracks.” 

The sight of the train prompted both the 
rescuer and the drunken man to hurry to- 
ward the platform, where Winkler pulled 
the men to safety. 

The rescuer who jumped on the tracks 
to save the homeless man soon left the 
scene and was never identified. 

Winkler’s actions provoked a boister- 
ous response from fellow subway riders, 
but Winkler was truly shaken from the en- 
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tire ordeal. She decided to head home that 
evening rather than continue her journey 
to a wine tasting. 

“This is not about attention. It’s about 
what everybody should do,” she said. “I 
don’t understand how people can just 
stand there and watch and not help.” 

Simmons was examined at New York 
Downtown Hospital but released shortly 
thereafter. Police sources confirmed that 
he was slightly intoxicated, the Daily News 
reported. 


Man Gives Christmas 
to Local Children 


John Harris, from Perris, California, want- 
ed to help some local needy families this 
past Christmas, but didn’t know where to 
begin, so he decided to take out a Craigs- 
list ad offering his help to whoever needed 
it, reported the Press Enterprise. 

The idea came to Harris after he had fin- 
ished shopping for his own children. 

“Tt just hit me, I bet there are kids out 
there that aren’t getting anything,” explained 
Harris. He decided that he could afford to 
buy gifts for the children of two other local 
families and placed an ad in Craigslist. 

The ad caught the attention of Shanna 
Kent of Lake Elsinore, who knew of a 
family that could really use the help. Kent 
has a neighbor named Reyan Marine, who 
is a 25-year-old mother of three. Her hus- 
band is a deliveryman for a nursery. Kent 
knew that the Marine family could use the 
help this year. “She’s been having a really 
tough time this year. They couldn’t even 
put one present under the tree,” Kent said. 

Noting Marine’s generous and kindly 
nature, Kent adds, “I could not think of 
anybody more deserving than her.” 

Kent responded to Harris’ ad, and Har- 
ris was more than happy to take the chil- 
dren’s Christmas lists and buy them the 
gifts they requested from Santa. 

Harris was very happy with the out- 
come. He notes that he was initially afraid 
that people on Craigslist would believe his 
ad to be a scam. In the end, however, “T got 
a lot of positive responses.” Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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A nation with no internal 
revenue agents: Thomas 
Jefferson was able to boast in 
1805 that the young republic 


had given all federal internal 
revenue agents a pink slip. 


oo te OA 


Before the In io Tae: 


How the Federal Government Balanced the Budget Before 1913 


Yes, the U.S. government did at one time run large budget surpluses, and the revenue 
was generated without resorting to an income tax. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


T= year — 2013 — marks the 100th 
anniversary of the modern income 
tax, a tax that dominates the revenue 
scheme of the federal government today. 
Individual income taxes accounted for 
about 45 percent of all federal tax revenue 
in 2012, along with 35 percent for So- 
cial Security and Medicare payroll taxes 
(which are also a tax on income), 10 per- 
cent for corporate income taxes, and only 
10 percent for all other tax sources. 

It wasn’t always so. Prior to ratifica- 
tion of the 16th (income tax) Amendment 
in February 1913, the federal government 
managed its few constitutional responsi- 
bilities without an income tax, except dur- 
ing the Civil War period. During peace- 
time, it did so largely — or even entirely 
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— on import taxes called “tariffs.” Con- 
gress could afford to run the federal gov- 
ernment on tariffs alone because federal 
responsibilities did not include welfare 
programs, agricultural subsidies, or social 
insurance programs like Social Security or 
Medicare. After the Civil War, tariff rev- 
enues sometimes suffered under a protec- 
tionist policy ushered in by the Republican 
Party that supplemented federal income 
via excises on alcohol, tobacco, and in- 
heritances. But before the war, the need 
for tariff revenue to finance the federal 
government generally kept the tariff at rea- 
sonable levels. During wartime throughout 
early American history, the Founding Fa- 
thers were able to raise additional revenue 
employing a different method of direct 
taxation authorized by the U.S. Constitu- 
tion prior to the 16th Amendment. These 


alternative taxing methods gave the young 
American nation embarrassing peacetime 
budget surpluses that several times came 
close to paying off the national debt. 

In one instance, the U.S. government 
paid off its entire national debt without the 
existence of an Internal Revenue Service. 
President Andrew Jackson boasted in his 
veto of the Maysville Road Bill in 1830 
that God had blessed the nation with no 
taxes (except tariffs on imports) and no 
national debt: 


Through the favor of an overruling 
and indulgent Providence our country 
is blessed with a general prosperity 
and our citizens exempted from the 
pressure of taxation, which other less 
favored portions of the human family 
are obliged to bear.... How gratifying 
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the effect of presenting to the world 
the sublime spectacle of a Republic of 
more than 12,000,000 happy people, 
in the fifty-fourth year of her exis- 
tence, after having passed through two 
protracted wars — one for the acquisi- 
tion and the other for the maintenance 
of liberty — free from debt and all her 
immense resources unfettered! 


In reality, Jackson had jumped the gun on 
his boast. The national debt would not be 
paid off for five more years, until the 1828 
“Tariff of Abominations,” which were 
high tariffs primarily on British manu- 
factured goods meant to protect northern 
U.S. industries, and as the compromise 
tariffs of 1832 and 1833 had created sev- 
eral years of massive budget surpluses. 
But “Old Hickory” presided over a nation 
where Congress had abolished all federal 
internal taxes, and no citizen saw a tax 
collector of the United States unless that 
citizen was in the business of importing 
foreign goods. And while American con- 
sumers were occasionally manipulated 
by outrageously high protective tariffs, 
especially the above-mentioned “Tariff of 
Abominations,” inside the United States a 
massive free market emerged over which 
the U.S. government had almost no influ- 
ence. Even the Tariff of Abominations was 
not so high that it choked off revenue for 
imports from every industry. 

By way of contrast, the advent of the in- 
come tax prompted some congressmen to 
note that this tax was designed not princi- 
pally for revenue — the U.S. government 
had always had plenty of money from 
tariffs — but to manipulate the American 
people and their choices in the market. 
“The character of the argument which had 
been made,” Massachusetts Rep. Samuel 
McCall argued in a speech before the U.S. 
House of Representatives as Congress de- 
bated the 16th Amendment, legalizing the 
income tax in 1909, “leads me to believe 
that the chief purpose of the tax is not fi- 
nancial, but social. It is not primarily to 
raise money for the state, but to regulate 
the citizen and to regenerate the moral 
nature of man. The individual citizen will 
be called on to lay bare the inner-most re- 
cesses of his soul in affidavits, and with 
the aid of the Federal inspector, who will 
supervise his books and papers and busi- 
ness secrets, he may be made to be good, 
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according the notions of virtue at the mo- 
ment prevailing in Washington.” McCall’s 
Massachusetts constituents rewarded the 
Republican congressman’s efforts by 
electing him governor several years later. 

This has been the legacy of the income 
tax. While the income tax has produced the 
type of revenue that has made a massive 
transfer of wealth from the productive to 
the unproductive possible, the incentives 
— through thousands of deductions and tax 
credits — have manipulated the American 
people into choices that they wouldn’t have 
otherwise made in a free market. These ma- 
nipulations — whether in favor of “green 
energy” research, “cash for clunker” auto- 
mobile purchases, or tobacco crop subsi- 
dies — have been chosen according to the 
prevailing virtue in Washington. 


A nation with no debt: Andrew Jackson boasted that the American nation had paid off the 


The conservative Massachusetts con- 
gressman had been more right in his posi- 
tion than even he could have guessed. And 
he serves as a reminder that Massachusetts 
once produced leaders that promoted the 
idea of limited government. 

Massachusetts, in ratifying the 1787 
Constitution, recommended the following: 
“That Congress do not lay direct taxes but 
when the moneys arising from the impost 
and excise are insufficient for the public ex- 
igencies, nor then until Congress shall have 
first made a requisition upon the States to 
assess, levy, and pay, their respective pro- 
portions of such requisition, agreeably to 
the census fixed in the said Constitution, in 
such way and manner as the legislatures of 
the States shall think best.” Statesmen from 
Massachusetts sought to save their fellow 


entire federal debt while abolishing all taxes, except tariffs on imports. It was the only time 
in American history the United States carried zero debt, though the nation came close to no 


national debt again in 1857 and 1892. 
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nce, the U.S. government paid 
ire national debt without the 
an Internal Revenue Service. 


citizens from the pestilence and manipula- 
tion of federal tax collectors, and even sug- 
gested that this be part of a constitutional 
amendment. Other founding-era leaders 
across the nation expressed the same hope 
that the states would be given an opportu- 
nity to pay direct federal taxes and avoid 
federal tax collectors, something that hap- 
pened with most direct taxes imposed be- 
fore the Civil War. 

Direct taxes are taxes imposed on peo- 
ple or property, whereas indirect taxes are 
taxes on conditional events such as re- 
tail sales. The U.S. Constitution granted 
Congress the power to impose direct or 
indirect taxes, except a tax on exports, 
so long as the indirect taxes were 
“uniform” and direct taxes were 
imposed within states in propor- 
tion to population. The U.S. Con- 
stitution, Article I, Section 2 stipu- 
lates: “Representatives and direct 
taxes shall be apportioned among 
the several states which may be in- 
cluded within this union, according 
to their respective numbers.” 


Paying Off the 

Revolutionary War Debt 

The Founding Fathers sought to pay 
off the massive debt from the War 
of Independence by imposing taxes 
on imports (tariffs) as well as taxes 
on the sale of alcohol and tobacco 
(which are called “excises”). The 
tax on alcohol prompted farmers in 
Western Pennsylvania to start a tax 
revolt, now called the “Whiskey Re- 
bellion,” as whiskey had come into 
use among poor frontier traders as 
money in lieu of scarce gold and sil- 
ver coin. Faced with the rebellion, 
and several federal tax collectors 
being shot at by the rebels (whom 
today would almost certainly be 
branded “terrorists”), President 
George Washington put down the 
rebellion in a way that would have 
enraged today’s neoconservatives 
who believe in a “unitary execu- 
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tive.” Washington first asked 
permission of Congress to 
call up the state militia and 
enforce the internal revenue 
laws. When congressional 
leaders agreed, Washington 
marched out at the head of 
the Virginia and Pennsylvania militia and 
negotiated with the “terrorists,” who agreed 
to put down their arms. And when two ci- 
vilians were shot accidentally by militia- 
men, Washington handed the soldiers over 
to local prosecutors to be tried for murder 
charges. (Both were exonerated after an 
investigation.) President Washington then 
pardoned most of the rebels. Washington 
would today probably be branded by neo- 
cons as being a weak executive who didn’t 
“support the troops.” Though unpopular 
in some parts of the country, the tax on al- 
cohol continued through the end of John 
Adams’ presidency. 

A 1794 tax law also levied a tax on car- 


Massachusetis, the conservative heart of the U.S.? 
Massachusetts was at the heart of opposition to the federal 
income tax. Mass. Congressman Samuel McCall was the only 
member of Congress to vote against both the 1894 income tax 
and the 16th Amendment. The people of Massachusetts later 
promoted him to the governor’s office. 


riages that tested the meaning of what was 
a “direct” tax and what was an “indirect” 
tax. The law used the following language: 
“There shall be levied, collected, and paid 
upon all carriages for the conveyance of 
persons, which shall be kept by or for any 
person for his or her own use, or to be let 
out to hire or for the conveyance of pas- 
sengers, the several duties and rates fol- 
lowing.” The language prompted Massa- 
chusetts Federalist Fisher Ames to claim 
that “the duty falls not on the possession, 
but on the use” and was therefore an in- 
direct tax. But James Madison — then a 
Virginia congressman — claimed that the 
tax was a direct tax because it was not on 
the use but against everyone who “kept” 
a carriage, regardless of whether it was 
used. And since the tax on carriages was 
not apportioned among the states, Madi- 
son labeled the tax an “unconstitutional 
tax.” Madison regarded a direct tax as one 
imposed directly on a person or property, 
while an indirect tax was a tax 
imposed upon a transaction or 
conditional event. The Supreme 
Court ultimately claimed the car- 
riage tax was an indirect tax in 
the 1796 case of Hylton v. United 
States. 

There has been some legitimate 
historical confusion over the defi- 
nition of direct taxes. When Rufus 
King of Massachusetts asked 
during the 1787 constitutional 
convention “what was the pre- 
cise meaning of direct taxation,” 
James Madison recorded in his 
notes on the convention that “No 
one answered.” 

The Supreme Court seemed to 
rule on the propriety of the car- 
riage tax in the Hylton case, rather 
than the constitutionality of it. 
“The truth is that the articles taxed 
in one state should be taxed in an- 
other,” the court ruled. “A tax on 
carriages, if apportioned, would 
be oppressive and pernicious. How 
would it work? In some states there 
are many carriages and in others 
but few. Shall the whole sum fall 
on one or two individuals in a state 
who may happen to own and pos- 
sess carriages? The thing would 
be absurd and inequitable. In an- 
swer to this objection, it has been 
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observed that the sum, and not the tax, is 
to be apportioned, and that Congress may 
select in the different states different ar- 
ticles or objects from whence to raise the 
apportioned sum. The idea is novel. What, 
shall land be taxed in one state, slaves in 
another, carriages in a third, and horses 
in a fourth, or shall several of these be 
thrown together in order to levy and make 
the quoted sum? The scheme is fanciful. 
It would not work well, and perhaps is ut- 
terly impracticable.” 

In the Hylton decision, the court ignored 
remarks made by John Marshall (who be- 
came U.S. Supreme Court chief justice a 
few years later in 1801) during Virginia’s 
ratification convention on the U.S. Con- 
stitution: “The objects of direct taxes are 
well understood: they are but few: what 
are they? Lands, slaves, stock of all kinds, 
and a few other articles of domestic prop- 
erty.” At the time of Marshall’s remarks, 
Virginia had imposed a tax on carriages 
that was locally considered a direct tax. 

Today, Supreme Court justices have 
tried to define direct taxes virtually out 
of existence in order to avoid the consti- 
tutional requirement for apportionment of 
direct taxes. Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg 


argued in her concurrence in the Supreme 
Court’s ObamaCare decision, National 
Federation of Independent Business v. 
Sebellius, “Even when the Direct Tax 
Clause was written it was unclear what 
else, other than a capitation (also known 
as a “head tax” or a “poll tax”), might be a 
direct tax.... The meaning of the Direct Tax 
Clause is famously unclear.” The Obam- 
aCare tax — imposed on citizens for doing 
nothing, specifically “not” purchasing 
health insurance — would be classified as 
a direct tax under a traditional understand- 
ing of the term, a fact acknowledged by 
four of the nine members of the Supreme 
Court in the 2012 ObamaCare case. 

By 1798, the United States was engaged 
in a quasi-war with revolutionary France, 
and the Adams administration asked Con- 
gress to fund a small navy to punish French 
naval piracy. Although U.S. privateers had 
captured or sunk some 76 French ships, 
Congress complied, paying for it with the 
nation’s first apportioned direct tax. The 
direct tax of 1798 imposed taxes on “lands, 
houses and slaves” totaling $2 million over 
the next two years, apportioned to states in 
amounts according to representation (as 
measured in the U.S. census). 


The young American nation quickly 
settled a peace with France, its ally during 
the War for Independence, and the Unit- 
ed States began racking up huge budget 
surpluses by the end of the Adams presi- 
dency. In response, Congress abolished 
all internal taxes. From 1802 through 
1812, the federal government subsisted 
on low tariffs as the only federal tax, 
supplemented by sale of government 
lands and postal receipts (the latter being 
operated informally as a revolving fund 
to pay for the postal service). By the time 
of his second inaugural address in 1805, 
President Jefferson was able to boast that 
“the suppression of unnecessary offices, 
of useless establishments and expenses, 
enabled us to discontinue our internal 
taxes.... The remaining revenue on the 
consumption of foreign articles, is paid 
cheerfully by those who can afford to 
add foreign luxuries to domestic com- 
forts, being collected on our seaboards 
and frontiers only, and incorporated with 
the transactions of our mercantile citi- 
zens, it may be the pleasure and pride of 
an American to ask, what farmer, what 
mechanic, what laborer, ever sees a tax- 
gatherer of the United States?” 


Wimp-in-Chief? That's how some neocons today would label George Washington’s measured response to the Whiskey Rebellion, where he first 
got the permission of Congress to march, then negotiated with the “terrorists,” handed his own soldiers over for prosecution, and pardoned the 
offenders. The result was that the rebellion dissolved completely. 
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Paying for the War of 1812 

The advent of a second war against Brit- 
ain in 1812 necessitated a resumption of 
internal taxes, especially as a British naval 
blockade of American ports drastically re- 
duced customs tariffs. Congress enacted a 
variety of excise taxes and a direct tax of 
1813 of $3 million against land, houses, 
and slaves. 

Following Massachusetts’ request dur- 
ing the ratification process, Congress of- 
fered states a discount of up to 15 percent 
if they collected the tax and paid it to the 
Treasury early. Seven of the 18 states 
elected to collect the tax themselves and 
forestall the pestilence of federal tax col- 
lectors during the 1813 tax. As the war 
went poorly for America, Congress enact- 
ed a second direct apportioned tax in 1815 
for $6 million, also upon land, houses, and 
slaves. Four states opted to collect the tax 
themselves while the other 14 states did 
nothing, and the federal government ap- 


tk Democratic Congressman 


Bourke Cockran railed against the 
tax in congressional debate. 


pointed tax commissioners in those 14 
states to collect the tax. The U.S. govern- 
ment added substantial debt during the 
war, but within a few years after the war, 
President Monroe advocated a repeal of all 
internal taxes. Congress complied, again 
funding the federal government exclusive- 
ly through tariffs and the sale of federal 
land. By Andrew Jackson’s presidency, the 
federal government had paid off the entire 
national debt. 


Paying for the Mexican-American War 
Although Henry David Thoreau was re- 
portedly jailed for failing to pay a poll 
tax (a “head” tax) enacted to support the 
Mexican-American War, Thoreau had ac- 
tually refused to pay for a municipal tax, 
not a federal tax, which had nothing to do 
with the war. The U.S. government never 
had to raise internal taxes for the Mexican- 
American War, instead choosing to pay 
for the war by quadrupling the national 
debt from $15.5 million to 
$63 million between 1846 
and 1849. In addition, the 
federal government received 
increased tariff revenue from 
the Walker Tariff law passed 
in 1846, the year before the 


Oh no, he didn’t: Henry David Thoreau was 
reportedly jailed for refusing to pay a poll tax 
to protest the federal war against Mexico. 
But in reality, the poll tax was a local tax 
unconnected to the war. In fact, the federal 
government funded the war on tariffs and 
borrowing alone, never bothering to create 
any kind of internal tax to pay for the war. 


war. The Walker Tariff was actually a tax 
cut on tariffs, the “revenue-only” tariff 
drawn up by President Polk’s treasury 
secretary. It increased international trade 
so dramatically that federal tax revenue 
increased from $27 million in 1846 to $40 
million in 1850. The massive increase in 
tariff revenues — despite the lower rates 
— meant that the U.S. government began 
running huge budget surpluses beginning 
in 1849, and paid off nearly all of the na- 
tional debt. By 1857, the national debt had 
been reduced to $23 million — less than 
one dollar per person in the country — 
and Congress passed the Tariff of 1857, 
a huge tax cut that brought a few years 
of deficits but economic prosperity in the 
lead-up to the Civil War. 


Paying for the Civil War 

The advent of the Civil War in 1861 
brought more direct taxes, at first also 
in the mold of the taxes from the War of 
1812. The 1861 tax assessed $20 million, 
with the same plan, including a 15-percent 
deduction for states who collected the tax 
themselves. All of the union states ex- 
cept Delaware and the Colorado territory 
volunteered their assessment of the 1861 
direct tax, but political support for an in- 
come tax and other taxes ended the assess- 
ment of the apportioned direct tax. In ad- 
dition, Congress imposed excise taxes on 
many goods, including alcohol, tobacco, 
jewelry, and “legacies” (inheritances). 

By 1864, the new income tax was five 
percent on incomes over $600 (equal to 
about $48,000 in current dollars) and up 
to 10 percent on incomes over $10,000 
($800,000 in current dollars). After the 
war, the rates were reduced to a flat five- 
percent rate, and imposed only on incomes 
over $1,000. After the war, clamor for re- 
peal of the income tax increased dramati- 
cally among citizens, business groups, and 
prominent newspapers and politicians. In 
addition to the commissioner of the Inter- 
nal Revenue Service, the New York Times 
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opined on January 19, 1871, “We have 
reached the time when the income tax 
can be no further defended. The people 
demand its repeal with one voice, and re- 
pealed it should be.” Indeed, America’s 
first income tax was abolished the next 
year. 

The post-war Congresses were domi- 
nated by protectionist Republicans who 
often kept tariffs so high that revenue suf- 
fered, so they retained excise taxes on al- 
cohol and tobacco to make up the revenue 
difference. Most federal revenue was nev- 
ertheless raised by tariffs between 1866 
and 1913. By 1892, Congress had paid off 
two-thirds of the $2.7 billion Civil War 
debt that the U.S. government had as- 
sumed by 1866. 


1894 Income Tax and More 


Populist influence in a resurgent Demo- 
cratic Party prompted Congress to enact 
a tax on incomes over $4,000 at two per- 
cent, roughly the equivalent of $320,000 
today when measured against the gold 
standard of the day. “The imposition of 
such a tax is but a gentle, playful exercise 
of a dangerous power. It is merely show- 
ing demagogues the path of demagogy,” 
New York Democratic Congressman Wil- 
liam Bourke Cockran railed against the 
income tax in congressional debate. “The 
men who offer this amendment as a sop 
to the discontented will be swept away by 
the rising tide of socialism. They will dis- 
cover, when too late, that in overturning 
the barriers which separate liberty from 
anarchy they have liberated ten thousand 
furies who will sweep over them in a mad 
procession of anarchy and disorder.” Cit- 
ing the nation’s history under the Jeffer- 
son presidency, Cockran proclaimed sup- 
port for abolition of all the postbellum 
excise taxes. 

But Cockran’s argument was in vain. 
Congress passed the law anyway, and it 
was challenged in the Supreme Court as 
an unconstitutional unapportioned tax. In 
the 1895 case of Pollock v. Farmers Loan 
and Trust Company, the court ruled that 
a tax on rent or income from real estate 


Import taxes: Unlike our own times, in most 
of the early years of the Republic Congress 
sustained the federal government by taxing 
imports alone, freeing Americans from the 
harassment of internal revenue agents. 
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is a direct tax, because “the whole ben- 
eficial interest in the land consisted in the 
right to take the rents and profits.” In ad- 
dition, the court ruled that taxes on stock 
and municipal bonds were direct as well. 
Ironically, the Supreme Court in the Pol- 
lock case did not rule that taxing income 
earned through labor was essentially a tax 
on people, a capitation tax. Nonetheless, 
the court struck down the entire 1894 in- 
come tax in the Pollock case, necessitat- 
ing a constitutional amendment in order 
to enact a federal income tax. 

When the Spanish-American war start- 
ed in 1898, Congress enacted a variety 
of excise taxes as a means of paying for 
the cost of the war, and Congress reduced 
debt to the $1.2 billion pre-war debt level 
by 1900. Interestingly, the telephone tax 
of three percent on long distance calls — 
then affecting only the wealthiest families 
— was not abolished until 2006, 108 years 
after the war started. 

As agitation for a new income tax in- 
creased in the progressive era at the begin- 
ning of the 20th century, Congress enacted 
a one-percent corporate income tax (on in- 
come over $5,000) in 1909. Congress also 
passed the 16th Amendment out to the 
states for ratification that year. The latter 


would open up a vast new revenue stream 
for government, in addition to a means for 
the federal government to stick its nose 
into every family’s business. 

American history before Congress en- 
acted the income tax in 1913 (first im- 
posed the following year) demonstrates 
that the federal government was able to 
pay its bills, keep the nation largely out of 
debt, and respect the privacy of American 
citizens. Even during wartime, Congress 
had a method of imposing direct war taxes 
that respected states’ rights and American 
citizens’ privacy. 

The Congress did largely limit its leg- 
islating to constitutionally enumerated 
powers of the federal government during 
that time period. Only the multiplica- 
tion of unconstitutional federal offices, 
along with the demand by Congress to 
manipulate decisions of American con- 
sumers, has necessitated imposition of 
the income tax. Or, conversely, the im- 
position of the income tax made a mas- 
sive increase of federal offices possible. 
Ironically, despite the imposition of the 
income tax, Congress has more often en- 
gaged in deficit spending and racked up a 
massive peacetime debt since enactment 
of the 16th Amendment. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Nude Man Attacks Dog, 


Bites Homeowner 


John B. Bogart, the late New York Sun edi- 
tor, famously once said, “When a dog bites 
a man, that is not news, because it hap- 
pens so often. But if a man bites a dog, 
that is news.” Even more so, if the man is 
nude when he attacks a dog, you’ve got 
yourself one heck of a news story. WSVN 
out of Miami, Florida, reported on Janu- 
ary 2 about a trespasser who wrestled 
with a family’s dog while not wearing 
any clothes. A homeowner was awakened 
around 5 a.m. by the barking of his dog. 
He went to his window to see what was 
causing his Rottweiler to bark and wit- 
nessed a nude man grappling with his dog 
in the backyard. Miami Police Detective 
Willie Moreno told WSVN that the home- 
owner “spotted a person that is not only 
fighting with his dog, but is naked fighting 
with his dog.” 

The homeowner grabbed his firearm 
and ran into the backyard to stop the in- 
truder from harming the beloved family 
pet. The berserk trespasser continued act- 
ing like a savage animal and actually at- 
tacked the homeowner, going so far as to 
bite him. The homeowner reacted quickly 
and fired a shot into the nude man’s leg, 
which put an end to the attacker’s ram- 
page. Police arrived on the scene, took the 
man into custody, and sent him for medi- 
cal treatment. The criminal refused to give 
his name, but police later identified the as- 
sailant as 20-year-old Jeffrey Delice. He 
was charged with burglary, resisting arrest, 
and animal cruelty, and was being held 
without bond at the time of this writing. 
Thankfully, both the homeowner and the 
dog were safe and uninjured. The police 
do not expect to press any charges against 
the homeowner for shooting the naked at- 
tacker. “For right now, it does appear to be 
a justified shooting,’ Moreno said. 


Boogeyman 

Childhood nighttime fears usually in- 
volve a mysterious “boogeyman” skulk- 
ing nearby and sneaking into bedrooms 
at night. The ABC affiliate in Phoenix, 
Arizona, reported on January 2 about a 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ESSE 


real-life boogeyman who met a fatal end 
when he tried getting into the bedroom of 
a young girl. 

Phoenix police said the 35-year-old in- 
truder was trying to pry open a window 
when he was confronted by the armed 
homeowner. The resident was at home 
with his wife and two young daughters 
when he heard the sounds of someone try- 
ing to gain entry to the house. He looked 
out a window and saw a man trying to force 
open one of his daughter’s bedroom win- 
dows. He quickly retrieved his pistol and 
confronted the man, telling the criminal to 
leave. The homeowner told police that the 
trespasser not only refused to leave, but he 
reached down toward his waistband. The 
homeowner was afraid that the criminal 
might be armed, so he opened fire on the 
man. A neighbor reported hearing three 
shots. The injured trespasser ran into the 
street and collapsed. He was later taken to 
a hospital, where he died. Earlier in the 
night, another neighbor reported a man 
matching the suspect’s description trying 
to break into his pickup truck. The neigh- 
bor went out with a baseball bat, but did 
not confront the man, whom he described 
as “crazy” or “on drugs” because the de- 
ranged man was talking to himself and 
yelling at his hands. 


Do You Not Understand 
“No Trespassing”? 


Fox8 out of Cleveland, Ohio, reported on 
January 1 that a property owner had to 
show two different intruders he meant it 
when he posted a “no trespassing” sign 
on his duplex. The property owner shot 
and killed an intruder on November 21 
when the 43-year-old trespasser, who had 
a history of committing burglaries, kicked 
in the back door. The noise woke up the 
property owner, who was sleeping on the 
couch. He confronted the burglar as he 
was trying to kick in a second door and 
fatally shot him. 

The property owner soon found himself 
in a similar situation. According to police, 
a second intruder broke into the condo 
on December 31 and tried attacking the 
owner with a lamp. The property owner 


shot the intruder in the face and the arm, 
but the injured assailant is expected to 
survive. Neighbors were not surprised to 
hear of the violence next door. They said 
the homeowner owns the duplex as a rent- 
al property, but it has been sitting vacant 
while he does some needed repairs. It has 
been during this vacancy that criminals 
have been burglarizing the property. “They 
are breaking into his house. He’s got a 
right to defend his stuff,’ Aaron Reynolds 
told Fox8. “He’s trying to make it right for 
his house, he’s fixing it and they’re taking 
his stuff,’ Luis Coples added. Police said 
the man acted lawfully and do not expect 
to press any charges. 


Solution to Mass 
Shootings 


THE NEw AMERICAN online reported on 
January 2 about a shooting spree that began 
at a San Antonio restaurant that could have 
been lethal if a “good person with a gun” 
had not been nearby. Nineteen-year-old 
Jesus Manuel Garcia, distraught after 
being dumped by his former girlfriend, 
went to her place of employment and 
opened fire, wounding one patron while 
people fled. He pursued another person 
into a nearby theater where he continued 
firing. An off-duty law-enforcement offi- 
cer who was working at the theater con- 
fronted Garcia and shot him four times, 
ending the threat. TNA contributor Bob 
Adelmann wrote, “The national media 
ignored this story, even though the shoot- 
ing occurred just two days after the New- 
town shooting. It wasn’t just a case that 
(thankfully) no one was killed in the San 
Antonio incident. Very likely, no one was 
killed because of the timely intervention 
of the armed off-duty officer. If the media 
were honestly looking for solutions to gun 
violence, they should have jumped on the 
San Antonio story to show the difference 
a good person with a gun can make. But 
they didn’t, apparently because it does not 
fit the narrative that the mainstream media 
promote — that is, that guns cause vio- 
lence rather than prevent it.” Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Endless “Entitlements” 


ITEM: Appearing on NBC’s Meet the Press 
on December 30, 2012, President Barack 
Obama told David Gregory that “if you 
look at my track record over the last two 
years, I cut spending by over a trillion dol- 
lars in 2011.” The president continued: “I 
campaigned on the promise of being will- 
ing to reduce the deficit in a serious way, 
in a balanced approach of spending cuts 
and tax increases on the wealthy while 
keeping middle class taxes low.” 

ITEM: In a feature article for Bloomberg 
Businessweek dated January 7-13, Peter 
Coy wrote: “It pains deficit hawks to hear 
this, but ever since the 2008 financial cri- 
sis, government red ink has been an elixir 
for the U.S. economy.” 

ITEM: Most look at the country’s debt situ- 
ation, exacerbated by huge entitlements, 
as a problem. Liberal political writer 
Steven Hill has a cure for this condition: 
Make the debt and the entitlements even 
larger. Writing in the Atlantic for Decem- 
ber 12, in a piece entitled “Don’t Cut So- 
cial Security — Double It,” he maintains: 
“An expansion of Social Security not only 
would be good for America’s retirees, it 
also would be good for the broader mac- 
roeconomy.” 

Argues Hill, the most significant prob- 
lem with the program is that “Social Secu- 
rity’s payouts are so meager — far too low 
for the program’s new role as America’s 
de facto national retirement system. It only 
replaces about 33 to 40 percent of a re- 
tiree’s average final wage, which is simply 
not enough money to live on.” Moreover, 
citing the Congressional Budget Office 
as a source, he contends: “Contrary to 
gloomy predictions, the program is on 
solid financial footing.” 

ITEM: President Obama on January 2 told 
supporters: “Last year we started reduc- 
ing the deficit through $1 trillion in spend- 
ing cuts. And the agreement we reached 
this week will reduce the deficit even more 
by asking the wealthiest two percent of 
Americans to pay higher taxes for the first 
time in two decades.” 

CORRECTION: The only economy being 
practiced with these contentions is with 
the truth. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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FORWARD. 


Paying it backward: In response to the “fiscal cliff’ and deficit spending as far as the eye can 
see, President Obama pushed for and was rewarded with a legislative bill that not only does 
nothing to halt future unaffordable spending, but increases the spending. 


As for the president’s record, it hasn’t 
skipped a beat: Every single Obama year 
has featured a deficit of more than a tril- 
lion dollars — as will the next one. 

Even for disingenuous Washington- 
style math, the above claims are ludicrous. 
The faulty “fiscal cliff’ deal that was re- 
cently approved hikes both taxes and 
spending and adds almost $4 trillion in 
red ink — requiring more borrowing. Yet 
that is what the president is trying to spin 
as a reduction. The total “cut,” as noted 
by the Joint Committee on Taxation (said 
“cut” being defined as an amount that in- 
creases slower than originally planned) is 
a meager $15 billion over a decade, which 
hardly counts as a dent in the skyrocketing 
totals of deficit spending. And the Con- 
gressional Budget Office sees spending 
rising every year over that period. 

The New Year supposed stopgap solu- 
tion didn’t deal with the long-term econom- 
ic hazards. Indeed, it set up the nation, in 
particular younger Americans, for an even 
larger calamity. The agreement reached 
by both parties and the president, despite 
much rhetoric to the contrary, means that 
the National Debt will grow larger. “Our 
government debt will amount to more than 
118 percent of GDP” because of the deal, 


— 


points outs Michael Tanner. Writing in 
National Review Online, the Cato Institute 
scholar outlines some of the damage: 


The deal not only fails to cut spend- 
ing, it also simply tosses more money 
on top of the spending increases that 
were already built into future budgets. 
Now the federal government will 
spend $5.5 trillion in 2022, compared 
with $3.5 trillion this year. We will be 
spending $2 trillion more per year and 
facing $1.5 trillion more in debt than 
if federal spending were to rise com- 
mensurate with population growth 
plus inflation over the next ten years. 
And this is only going to get worse 
after 2022, as entitlements, still unre- 
formed after the cliff deal, explode. 
By 2050, our national debt will top 
$58 trillion in today’s dollars. [Em- 
phasis in original.] That’s more than 
double what it would be if the increase 
in federal spending were limited to in- 
flation plus population growth. 


While most Americans have enough com- 
mon sense to know that the government 
can’t spend wildly and tax the nation to 
prosperity, many are no doubt confused 
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when presumptive leaders and experts 
make believe that is possible. 

The “fiscal cliff” agreement provides a 
case in point, with the mass media in gen- 
eral being accessories to the mendacious- 
ness, sometimes by omission. As noted 
by the Media Research Center: “Because 
[the deal] didn’t include spending cuts, 
the Congressional Budget Office estimat- 
ed that it would cost $4 trillion over the 
next 10 years. That is $4 trillion on top 
of a federal debt that already exceeds $16 
trillion.... But the $4 trillion price tag was 
ignored by 5 out of 6 morning and evening 
news programs on ABC, CBS and NBC on 
January 2.” 

What might be called an “entitlements 
precipice” is even more menacing than 
the condition that consumed Capitol Hill 
at the end of 2012. Consider the relative 
size of the entitlements (which, despite the 
implications of the name, are not immune 
to change). 

As noted by Merrill Matthew and Mark 
Litow, writing for the Institute for Policy 
Innovation in Dallas, there are now some 
108 million Americans in households 
where there is at least one participant in 
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a means-tested welfare program. Using 
figures from the Census Bureau, they 
point out the nature of the increase dur- 
ing the Obama years — to the point where 
about 60 percent of total federal expendi- 
tures are now being spent on entitlements: 
“The U.S. Census Bureau says 108 mil- 
lion Americans live in households where 
at least one person participates in a means- 
tested program. We estimate 80 million are 
the primary recipients.” 

Since the president took office, say Mat- 
thew and Litow, Medicaid has grown from 
46.9 million to 56 million recipients; dis- 
ability beneficiaries have increased from 
7.5 million to 8.8 million; and the Food 
Stamp program has grown from 32 million 
to 47 million Americans. 


Add to that 80 million beneficiaries 
roughly 40 million Americans age 
65 or older on Social Security and 
Medicare (about 9 million of the 49 
million on Medicare, including some 
under the age of 65, also receive 
means-tested benefits). 

That 120 million does not include 
the numerous smaller entitlement 
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programs. Put them all together and 
a number approaching half of the 
country participates in an entitlement 
program. 

Now add in the estimated 16 mil- 
lion new Medicaid beneficiaries as a 
result of the Patient Protection and 
Affordable Care Act (ACA), plus 
an estimated 18 million people who 
enter the health insurance exchanges 
beginning in 2014, where most will 
receive federal subsidies. 

The budget implications of these 
programs are enormous. For fiscal 
year 2012, the country spent roughly 
$2.2 trillion of its $3.7 trillion bud- 
get on entitlement programs — about 
$400 billion less than the $2.6 trillion 
in gross annual revenues. In addition, 
interest on the federal debt was $220 
billion. 

Thus, the cost of entitlement pro- 
grams plus interest on the debt is 
nearly equal to total federal revenues 
today. [Emphasis in original.] Virtu- 
ally everything else the government 
does is with borrowed, or printed, 
money. 


As for Steven Hill and his allegation in the 
Atlantic that the monies thrown at Social 
Security need to be doubled for the sake 
of the economy, he can’t be serious. If he 
ever does run into a good idea, he should 
be kind to it — because it is a long way 
from home. 

In contrast to his contentions, the Con- 
gressional Budget Office released a state- 
ment in October that noted, “under cur- 
rent law, resources available to the Social 
Security program will become insufficient 
to pay full benefits in about 20 years” be- 
cause “Social Security outlays are project- 
ed to grow more rapidly than the economy 
and more rapidly than the program’s dedi- 
cated tax revenues.” 

In a recent “Update to the Budget and 
Economic Outlook: Fiscal Years 2012 and 
2022,” the CBO took note of the fact that 
federal debt held by the public “will reach 
73 percent of GDP by the end of this fiscal 
year — the highest level since 1950 and 
about twice the 36 percent of GDP that it 
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“ie —: 
Read between the lines: Social Security recipients are overwhelming the system (there’s nothing 
tangible in the S.S. trust fund to pay obligations), and the problem will get worse quickly. With 

entitlements plus interest on the national debt soon equaling tax revenues, catastrophe is coming. 


measured at the end of 2007.” The CBO 
has also pointed out — unsurprisingly, 
considering the demographics involved — 
that the “aging of the baby-boom genera- 
tion portends a significant and sustained 
increase in the share of the population 
receiving benefits from Social Security 
and Medicare, as well as long-term-care 
services financed by Medicaid.” 

The misplaced notion that entitlements 
are required to be kept on autopilot means 
that the crash will be even more painful 
when it occurs. Yet, much of the budget 
debating only focuses on about 37 percent 
of the budget, the part that is considered 
“discretionary.” Dealing with just that 
portion will never be enough to back us 
out of danger. Moreover, there are simply 
not enough “rich” people to tap. And there 
will be fewer potentially well-off Ameri- 
cans by the time the federal extortionists 
get through shaking everyone down. 

Economists Glenn Hubbard and Tim 
Kane have outlined the size of the entitle- 
ment state in a piece in National Affairs. 
Hubbard is the dean of the Columbia 
Business School and was chairman of the 
Council of Economic Advisers under Pres- 
ident George W. Bush. Kane is the chief 
economist of the Hudson Institute. 
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Social Security was quite small at first, 
as they note, with the first monthly pay- 
ment going to one Ida Fuller in 1940, for 
$22.54. 

The program has morphed monstrously. 
Today, Social Security 


is a major retirement pension, with av- 
erage payouts of more than $1,200 per 
beneficiary per month. Demographics 
are driving the system toward bank- 
ruptcy. More than 50 million people, 
one-sixth of the population, receive 
Social Security checks. This number 
is much larger than the system’s de- 
signers anticipated, and the increasing 
longevity of retirees is accelerating the 
program’s fiscal decline. 

Moreover, roughly one-fifth of re- 
cipients are not even retirees: They 
qualify under Social Security’s dis- 
ability benefit, which has grown far 
more dramatically than trends in ob- 
served workplace disability. 

The fiscal consequences of these 
trends are dire. Social Security’s 
trustees reported in 2012 that the so- 
called “trust funds” through which 
the program is financed — basically 
accounting conventions that theoreti- 


cally set aside payroll-tax dollars for 
Social Security while actually spend- 
ing the money on other programs 
— will be empty in 2033. 


The overall burden becomes even heavier 
when the other major entitlement pro- 
grams are added. And this doesn’t even 
take ObamaCare into account. Consider 
the structural problems of Medicare and 
Medicaid. Continue Hubbard and Kane: 


Medicare provides health insurance 
for roughly 50 million Americans, 
mostly over the age of 65. Medicaid 
is a joint federal-state program that 
offers similar insurance to low-in- 
come people and now supports more 
than 60 million beneficiaries. Un- 
like Social Security — which simply 
transfers cash from the young to the 
old — these programs provide a ser- 
vice that is itself getting more expen- 
sive, in no small part because of these 
ill-designed entitlement structures. 
Both programs displace private 
health insurance; they also generate 
perverse incentives within the insur- 
ance market by shielding consum- 
ers from costs and providers from 
real prices. Medicare recipients can 
demand substantial medical care 
without ever having to pay the bills, 
leading to overconsumption and 
needlessly rising demand for care. 


The way out of this morass is certainly 
not through more spending beyond our 
means. On the other hand, the economy 
could grow substantially, easing the pain, 
through real and permanent spending cuts. 

Otherwise, the true economic crisis is 
yet to come. The increases in taxes and 
debt will continue to be driven by endless 
promised entitlements and mounting inter- 
est that must be paid on borrowed monies 
— all while trying to postpone the day of 
reckoning. 

It is true that some of those pretending 
otherwise are polished — in a slippery sort 
of way. Don’t buy it. They are just trying 
to talk us to debt. Hl 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY CHARLES SCALIGER 


Fiscal Clif Repercussions 


ow that President 
Obama and most of 
his key congressional 


allies are safely reelected and 
the so-called “fiscal cliff’ ne- 
gotiated, the full consequences 
of the most recent elections 
are coming into view. Despite 
repeated assurances he would 
not raise taxes on any but the 
wealthiest Americans, the 
president (with the grudging 
support of many congressio- 
nal Republicans) has — be- 
fore even being sworn into his 
second term in office — im- 
plemented massive tax hikes 
that will affect almost every 
working American. 

The move came as a sur- 
prise to a majority of Americans, and especially Obama support- 
ers, who weren’t paying close attention last fall when politicians 
and the media made it clear that no one in Washington would 
oppose one major New Year’s tax hike: the expiration of a two- 
year-old tax cut signed into law by none other than President 
Obama himself, which lowered the payroll tax for Social Secu- 
rity from 6.2 to 4.2 percent. Everyone inside the Beltway knew 
what was coming, of course, and neither party was prepared to 
say boo about it. As the Associated Press warned back on Octo- 
ber 12, in a piece apparently noticed by very few: 


President Obama isn’t talking about it, and neither is Mitt 
Romney. But come January, 163 million workers can ex- 
pect to feel the pinch of a big tax increase regardless of who 
wins the election. 

A temporary reduction in Social Security payroll taxes 
is due to expire at the end of the year and hardly anyone 
in Washington is pushing to extend it. Neither Obama 
nor Romney has proposed an extension, and it probably 
wouldn’t get through Congress anyway, with lawmakers 
in both parties down on the idea. 


Economists estimate that the payroll tax hike will reduce house- 
hold income by a total of $125 billion this year, an almost in- 
conceivable act of fiscal folly in such a fragile economy. But 
official Washington, desperate for ways to continue funding 
its various boondoggles and wealth redistribution schemes, is 
raising taxes yet again and enjoining further austerities on the 
private sector rather than make any meaningful reductions in 
their own payrolls. 

Many Obama supporters aren’t happy at the rude awaken- 
ing. Wrote one disgruntled Democrat on a comment feed for 
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the website Democratic- 
Underground.com: “What 
happened that my Social 
Security withholdings in my 
paycheck just went up? My 
paycheck just went down by 
an amount that I don’t feel 
comfortable with. I guarantee 
this decrease is gonna hurt 
me more than the increase in 
income taxes will hurt those 
making over 400 grand. What 
happened?” 

What happened is that yet 
another “No New Taxes” 
pledge has been cast by the 
wayside by a president whose 
top priority, as always, is to 
appease Washington insiders 
and the special interest groups 
who control them. It is certainly instructive to note that, while 
congressional Republicans mounted a fierce and at least halfway 
principled attempt to avoid raising taxes directly on America’s 
wealthiest (the hated “two percent”), not one of them, so far as this 
author is aware, uttered a whisper of concern over the looming 
tax hike to be inflicted on the rest of us. The result? Taxes went 
up sharply for those required to pay the Social Security tax on all 
earnings (those earning less than $113,700 per year; any amount 
over that is not assessed for Social Security purposes) and for 
those individuals earning more than $400,000 per year. 

Republicans in Congress, exhausted by the fiscal cliff fiasco, 
have proclaimed that further tax increases are absolutely, posi- 
tively off the table. “The tax issue is finished, over, completed,” 
said Republican Senator Mitch McConnell after the fiscal cliff 
vote. “That’s behind us. Now the question is what are we going 
to do about the biggest problem confronting our country and our 
future, and that’s our spending addiction.” 

Strong words, but official Washington has no intention of 
making meaningful spending cuts anytime soon. House Minor- 
ity Leader Nancy Pelosi is already signaling an intention to raise 
taxes further in the near future. Calling the new revenue secured 
by the fiscal cliff deal “significant” but “not enough,” Pelosi told 
CBS’ Face the Nation that “the President had originally said he 
wanted $1.6 trillion in revenue. He took it down to 1.2 as acom- 
promise in this legislation. We get $620 billion, very significant, 
high-end tax, changing the high-end tax rate to 39.6 percent, but 
that is not enough on the revenue side.” 

The sordid cycle of tax, spend, and borrow will not change 
until the American people demand it. In the meantime, we 
Americans who have elected the leadership in Washington will 
get the government we paid for, and will continue to pay for the 
government we get. And pay, and pay, and pay... 
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